arXiv:2201.03565v1 [hep-th] 10 Jan 2022

Hydrodynamic effective field theories with discrete rotational symmetry

Xiaoyang Huang^{1, ∗} and Andrew Lucas^{1, †} 1Department of Physics and Center for Theory of Quantum Matter, University of Colorado, Boulder CO 80309, USA (Dated: January 12, 2022)

We develop a hydrodynamic effective field theory on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour for fluids with charge, energy, and momentum conservation, but only discrete rotational symmetry. The consequences of anisotropy on thermodynamics and first-order dissipative hydrodynamics are detailed in some simple examples in two spatial dimensions, but our construction extends to any spatial dimension and any rotation group (discrete or continuous). We find many possible terms in the equations of motion which are compatible with the existence of an entropy current, but not with the ability to couple the fluid to background gauge fields and vielbein.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 2

2. Overview of effective field theory 2 2.1. Fields in the effective action 3 2.2. Fluid symmetries 3 2.3. Rotational symmetry 6 2.4. The classical limit and the physical spacetime 8

3. Thermodynamics and ideal hydrodynamics 9 3.1. Factorizability 9 3.2. Thermodynamics 10 3.2.1. Absence of anisotropic pressure in a rectangular fluid 11 3.2.2. Absence of linear velocity in ideal stress tensor 11 3.3. KMS invariance 12

4. First order dissipative hydrodynamics 12 4.1. The effective action and transport coefficients 12 4.2. Application to O(2) invariant fluid 15 4.3. Application to fluids with dihedral symmetry 16 4.4. Normal modes 17

5. Parity-violating hydrodynamics 19

6. Conclusion 19

Acknowledgments 20

A. Kinetic theory model 20

B. Factorizability for discrete rotational symmetry 21

C. Field redefinition 22

D. Linearized hydrodynamics 23

References 24

∗ xiaoyang.huang@colorado.edu † andrew.j.lucas@colorado.edu

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent years have seen a flurry of activity to develop a dissipative effective field theory for hydrodynamics [1–6]. While the actual field theory itself was well-known for a very long time (e.g. the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations), what remained mysterious were the underlying symmetries that might lead to the explicit construction of a Lagrangian, as one does in textbook quantum effective field theories (for non-dissipative dynamics).

Thus far, many of the papers written on this subject have sought to understand existing hydrodynamic universality classes, including the Navier-Stokes equations, in a new field theoretic language. More recently, however, some authors have begun to use this effective field theoretic approach to predict new universality classes of hydrodynamics, such as “fracton fluids” [7–9] that arise in constrained quantum dynamics.

The purpose of this paper is to use effective field theory methods to learn about “regular” fluids (with charge, energy and momentum conservation) with only discrete rotational symmetry groups. This is particularly relevant for applications to electron liquids in high-purity materials [10–19], which have been realized experimentally in many materials [20–32]; see [33] for a review. Since most metals are not even close to isotropic, it is important to understand the consequences for discrete rotational symmetry on hydrodynamics. Some literature [34–38] has already attempted to describe the hydrodynamics of such anisotropic fluids, albeit usually by simply positing the allowed tensor structures that could arise in (e.g.) viscosity. When done, authors have used kinetic theory [34, 35] or AdS/CFT [39–41] to derive the equations for an anisotropic fluid from a more microscopic perspective.

As we will see, there are a few peculiarities which are somewhat surprising from a microscopic perspective, and which it is desirable to have a more universal understanding of. For example, we will see that in fluids with triangular point group [42], there are certain terms which seem to be allowed in the conventional Landau paradigm (an entropy current can be constructed): in particular within linear response, it seems possible to construct a spatial stress tensor c · λ_{ijk} v_k ⊂ T_{ij} , with v_k fluid velocity and λ an invariant tensor under the discrete point group. However, kinetic theory calculations reveal that c = 0 [42]. In this paper, we will explain why c = 0 in this model based on very general arguments which are most natural within the effective theory approach. In other point groups as well, we will show that certain anisotropic corrections, naively allowed by symmetry or Landau phenomenology, can be forbidden.

We will follow rather closely the formalism introduced in [4, 5] as we develop our effective field theory of hydrodynamics. The main difference between our work and earlier work on the subject is that for a discrete point group, there are no continuous generators of rotational symmetry whatsoever. The key consequence of this is that, just as when one studies a non-relativistic fluid it is more appropriate to couple the fluid to an Aristotelian background [43, 44] rather than a conventional Lorentzian spacetime manifold, here we will find it desirable to “generalize” the Aristotelian background to an even more generic family of geometries which does not demand any accidental symmetry. The natural conclusion is that one should couple the fluid with only discrete rotational symmetry directly to the vielbein. The vielbein indices will encode all information about the discrete (or continuous) rotational symmetries imposed on the model. To understand this conclusion, notice that when coupling to a relativistic metric g_{μν} , the stress tensor T^{μν} ∼ δS/δg_{μν} must manifestly be symmetric. This means physically that energy current is the same as momentum density (in proper units). The non-relativistic fluid can only avoid this Lorentz covariance by coupling not to g_{μν} but to a “spatial metric” h_{μν} and a timelike vector τ_μ obeying suitable constraints, similar to Newton-Cartan geometry [45–47]. In an anisotropic fluid, there are in general no symmetry requirements on the stress tensor. So the only object we can couple to is a set of d + 1 linearly independent spacetime vectors, i.e. the vielbein.

In Section 2, we review the geometry of the Aristotelian background, and then generalize the effective field theory to the vielbeins, focusing on the classical limit of most relevance for hydrodynamics. In Section 3, we consider thermodynamics and the “ideal fluid” limit, and explain why certain terms can be forbidden despite their naive compatibility with Landau’s formulation of hydrodynamics based on entropy currents. In Section 4, we discuss first order dissipative hydrodynamics and describe both fluids with discrete and continuous rotational symmetries based on our formalism. We discuss further the parity-violating hydrodynamics with applications to the Hall effect in Section 5. Finally, Section 6 contains concluding remarks.

2. OVERVIEW OF EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

In this section we will overview the effective field theory framework along with the symmetries we impose.

2.1. Fields in the effective action

Consider a generating function in the Schwinger-Keldysh (S-K) formalism [48, 49]^1 for correlators of a conserved U(1) current J^μ and the energy and momentum currents T^μ_α . Here and below, Greek μν · · · indices will represent coordinate spacetime indices, while ij · · · represent only spatial components. α, β, . . . represent spacetime vielbein indices, while b, c, . . . represent spatial vielbein indices only (we will reserve a for another purpose!). The summation convention is used for all four types of indices. We emphasize that for us, the energy and momentum currents are most naturally thought of as ordinary vectors, with an additional vielbein index associated to the actual quantity being conserved. Our goal is to calculate the generating function of real-time correlation functions of J^μ and T^μ_α . This is done in the standard way by constructing the generating functional e^{W [eαsμ ,Asμ]} = tr ( ρ_0U^†(e^α_{2μ}, A_{2μ})U(e^α_{1μ}, J_{1μ}) ) , (2.1)

where the unitary operators U are defined as

U(e^α_μ , A_μ) = exp [ i ∫ dtd^dx ( e^α_μ (x)T^μ_α (x) + A_μ(x)J^μ(x) ) ] . (2.2)

Here the s index runs over indices 1 and 2, and denotes the half of the S-K contour on which the field is defined. The global U(1) symmetry of the field theory implies that W must be gauge invariant (in the absence of anomalies) with respect to the background gauge field A_μ.

e^α_μ is the vielbein: it will play the role of the spacetime metric in our calculation. We must use vielbein rather than a metric for two reasons. Firstly, the vielbeins can somewhat intuitively be regarded as “background gauge fields”^2, so, similar to the U(1) symmetry, the spacetime diffeomorphism is realized as a kind of “gauge invariance” of the vielbeins. Second, as we will see frequently below, in the presence of a small symmetry group, the vielbeins are more natural and fundamental ingredients to describe the spacetime. Indeed, as we explained in the introduction, a conventional metric is too strongly constrained to capture the asymmetry of the stress tensor which is inevitable in an anisotropic theory. The vielbein indices α are in a representation of any discrete/continuous rotational symmetries which remain in the problem.

The vielbein satisfy the orthogonality and completeness relations

e^μ_αe^β_μ = δ^β_α, e^μ_αe^α_ν = δ^μ_ν . (2.3)

We denote the determinant of the vielbeins as

e = det(e^μ_α). (2.4)

Moreover, as we do not assume the existence of an absolute time [50] and allow for spatial dislocations [51–53], we introduce the torsion field

G^α_{μν} ≡ ∂_μe^α_ν − ∂_ν e^α_μ + ω^α_{βμ}e^β_ν − ω^α_{βν} e^β_μ, (2.5)

where ω^α_{βμ} is the spin connection which makes the derivatives covariant under discrete rotational symmetry. In the present case, only the internal space-like components ω^b_{cμ} are nonzero.

2.2. Fluid symmetries

To proceed, we represent the generating function (2.1) in terms of a path integral. In principle this path integral can be done over all microscopic fields, but we wish to integrate out all of the non-hydrodynamic modes. Following [4], the modes which we will keep are the Stuckelberg fields X^μ, which we will relate to energy and momentum, and ϕ, which we will relate to charge: e^{W [eα1,μ ,A1,μ;eα2,μ ,A2,μ ]} = ∫ DX_1DX_2Dϕ_1Dϕ_2 e^{iIEFT[eα1,A ,B1,A;eα2,A ,B2,A]}. (2.6)

1 For our purpose, we only consider the closed time path [6].

2 The momentum mimics the time-reversal-odd “charges”. However, it does not diffuse but has linear dispersion relation due, in part, to the non-linear diffeomorphism symmetry we will review below. In this sense, the “background gauge field” analogy is a bit imprecise.

To incorporate diffeomorphism invariance and to promote the coordinate fields X^μ to be dynamical, it is helpful to introduce another fluid spacetime parametrized by σ^A, as we will illustrate in the following. So, in the above equation, the A, B indices denote space and time (A = t) in the fluid spacetime, while I, J, . . . denote spatial indices alone. The fields in I_{EFT} are defined as (s = 1, 2) e^α_{s,A}(σ) = ∂X^μ_s (σ) ∂σ^A e^α_{s,μ}(σ), B_{s,A}(σ) = ∂X^μ_s (σ) ∂σ^A A_{s,μ}(σ) + ∂ϕ_s(σ) ∂σ^A , (2.7)

and one can check that they are invariant under the spacetime diffeomorphism and U(1) gauge symmetries: e^{′α}_{s,μ}(X^′_s) = ∂X^ν_s ∂X^{′μ}_s e^α_{s,ν} (X_s), A^′_{s,μ}(X^′_s) = ∂X^ν_s ∂X^{′μ}_s A_{s,ν} (X_s), X^{′μ}_s (σ) = f^μ_s (X_s(σ)), (2.8a)

A^′_{s,μ}(X_s) = A_{s,μ}(X_s) − ∂_μλ_s(X_s), ϕ^′_s(σ) = ϕ_s(σ) + λ_s(X_s(σ)), (2.8b)

for arbitrary functions f^μ_s and λ_s. To describe the hydrodynamics of the charged fluids, additional symmetries need to be imposed to distinguish from other phases of matter such as solids and superfluids^3. First, there is a “diagonal shift symmetry” for each fluid element:

ϕ_r → ϕ_r + λ(σ^I ), ϕ_a → ϕ_a. (2.9)

This is the freedom to make an independent phase change in a fluid. Similarly, the fluid spacetime has a reparametrization symmetry both in space and time:

σ^I → σ^{′I} (σ^I ), σ^t → σ^t, (2.10a)

σ^t → σ^{′t} = σ^t + f(σ^I ), σ^I → σ^I . (2.10b)

The freedom to relabel each fluid element and set their own clocks distinguishes a fluid phase from a solid phase. Note that in (2.10b) we have fixed part of the gauge freedom relative to [4] by defining the local proper temperature to be

T (σ) = 2

T_0 e^0_{1,t} + e^0_{2,t}

. (2.11)

This is the standard way of defining local proper temperature in a curved spacetime; the temperature is induced by the temporal Killing vector ∂X^μ/∂σ^t. For the purposes of this paper, this gauge fixing will be useful.

On each contour s, it is convenient to decompose the gauge invariant variables e^α_{s,A} as ∂X^μ ∂σ^t ≡ bu^μ, b = ∂X^μ ∂σ^t e^0_μ, (2.12a)

∂X^μ ∂σ^I ≡ bu^μv_I + λ^μ_I , v_I = 1 b ∂X^μ ∂σ^I e^0_μ, λ^μ_I = ∂X^μ ∂σ^I − v_I ∂X^μ ∂σ^t , (2.12b)

such that

u^μe^0_μ = 1, e^0_μλ^μ_I = 0. (2.13)

u^μ plays the role of a fluid velocity vector, b will eventually relate to temperature, and v_I and λ^μ_I denote the parts of ∂_I X^μ oriented along e^0_μ or not. We then define (recall b, c indices run only over spatial vielbein!)

u^b = u^μe^b_μ, a^b_I = λ^μ_I e^b_μ, (2.14)

and we define a^I_b = λ^I_μe^μ_b as the inverse matrix of a^b_I , where λ^I_μ is the inverse of λ^μ_I satisfying

λ^I_μλ^μ_J = δ^I_J , λ^I_μλ^ν_I = δ^ν_μ − e^ν_0 e^0_μ. (2.15)

3 However, these symmetries lack a solid derivation (see attempts based on holography in [54, 55]).

We can similarly define the fluid spatial metric a_{IJ} ≡ a^b_I a^b_J = λ^μ_I λ^ν_J h_{μν} , h_{μν} = e^b_μe^b_ν (2.16) and its inverse a^{IJ} , such that we can raise or lower the indices to get λ^I_μ ≡ h_{μν} a^{IJ} λ^ν_J . Here h_{μν} is the spatial part of the metric. In the remaining part of the paper, upper (lower) fluid spatial indices are understood as being raised (lowered) by a^{IJ} . Similarly, for B_{s,A}, we will decompose it as μ = u^μA_μ + D_tϕ, b_I = λ^μ_I A_μ + D_I ϕ, (2.17) where D_t = b^{−1}∂_t and D_I = ∂_I − v_I ∂_t.

The degrees of freedom b, v_I , u^μ, λ^μ_I are not all independent. In particular, from ∂X^ν ∂σ^I ∂_ν ∂X^μ ∂σ^t = ∂X^ν ∂σ^t ∂_ν ∂X^μ ∂σ^I , (2.18) we have u^μ∂_μv_I = 1 b^2 λ^ν_I ∂_ν b + 1 b u^μλ^ν_I G^0_{μν} , (2.19a) u^μ∂_μλ^μ_I = λ^ν_I ∂_ν u^μ − u^μu^ν λ^ρ_I G^0_{νρ}, (2.19b) To summarize, the gauge invariant variables are Φ_s = {b_s, v_{s,I} , u^b_s, a^b_{s,I} , μ_s, b_{s,I} }. (2.20) In order to make these variables covariant under the fluid shift symmetries (2.10a) and (2.10b), we first introduce the r/a variables. In a nutshell the r-variables will correspond to hydrodynamic degrees of freedom while a-variables correspond to fluctuations and noise. We will always write

Φ_r =

Φ_1 + Φ_2 2 , (2.21) but it will be convenient to define the a-variables in a more complicated way: b_a = log(b^{−1}_2 b_1), v_{a,I} = v_{1,I} − v_{2,I} , u^b_a = u^b_1 − u^b_2, μ_a = μ_1 − μ_2, b_{a,I} = b_{1,I} − b_{2,I} ,

χ_a = log det ( a^I_{2,b}a^b_{1,J} ) , Ξ^I_{a,J} = log a^{I2,b}a^{b1,J} det ( a^I_{2,b}a^b_{1,J} ) . (2.22)

Note that we have separated out a_{IJ} ’s a-field into the traceful (χ_a) and traceless (Ξ^I_{a,J} ) components. Now, we introduce two covariant derivatives D_t and D_I on the fluid spacetime. For a general covariant scalar ξ they are^4 D_tξ = 1 b_r ∂_tξ, D_I ξ = ∂_I ξ − v_{r,I} ∂_tξ. (2.23) For the vector fields we have instead V_{a,I} = b_rv_{a,I} , V_{r,I} = b_rv_{r,I} , D_I b_r ≡ 1 b_r (∂_I b_r − ∂_tV_{r,I} ), D_tb_{r,I} ≡ 1 b_r ∂_tb_{r,I} . (2.24)

From (2.1) and (2.6), unitarity and stability require I^∗_{EFT}[Λ_a, Λ_r] = −I_{EFT}[−Λ_a, Λ_r], (2.25a)

Im I_{EFT} ≥ 0, (2.25b)

4 Note that b_r , V_{r,I} and b_{r,I} are not covariant objects, thus one should take (2.24) as a definition of their first derivatives.

I_{EFT}[Λ_a = 0, Λ_r] = 0, (2.25c)

where Λ_{r,a} denote collectively the r-a variables of both external and dynamical fields. The first equation tells that every even power of a-fields should be purely imaginary, and the second one says their coefficients should be non-negative. The last equation means every term should at least include one a-field.

Moreover, by taking the density matrix to be the thermal ensemble ρ_0 = e^{−β0H} , the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) condition tells that I_{EFT} is related to its time-reversal partner with every field getting an imaginary shift along the temporal direction. By further applying an anti-unitary symmetry Θ that is preserved by the Hamiltonian (time-reversal, possibly in combination with a spatial operation) we obtain the symmetry

I_{EFT}[Λ_1, Λ_2] = I_{EFT}[Λ̃_1, Λ̃_2], (2.26)

where Λ̃_1 = ΘΛ_1(t − iθ, x), Λ̃_2 = ΘΛ_2(t + i(β_0 − θ), x). (2.27)

We will focus on the consequences of this symmetry in the limit where we can Taylor expand in β_0 − θ, though defer a detailed discussion of this classical limit to the end of this section.

Now the action in the fluid spacetime is ready to be written down. Its schematic structure is

I_{EFT} = ∫ d^{d+1}σ ab L[Φ_r, Φ_a], (2.28)

where we defined a = det a^b_J . Note the Jacobian

Λ = det ∂X ∂σ = ab e . (2.29)

The L can be further expanded in the number of a-fields and (covariant) derivatives:

L = L^{(1,0)} + L^{(1,1)} + . . . + L^{(2,0)} + . . . , (2.30)

where L^{(m,n)} contains m factors of a-fields and n derivatives. In this paper, we will restrict to the order m + n ≤ 2.^5 Then, the (off-shell) stress tensor and current can be derived through variation of the action with respect to the vielbeins and the gauge field respectively,

T^μ_α = 1 ab δI_{EFT} δe^α_μ , J^μ = 1 ab δI_{EFT} δA_μ . (2.31)

Much of this paper will amount to an analysis of the types of terms we can write down in L and the consequences on T^μ_α and J^μ.

2.3. Rotational symmetry

Before we start to write down L, however, there are two more important things to discuss. We begin with a discussion of the consequences of discrete rotational symmetry.

For a system to preserve the rotational symmetry group G, the action (a functional) must be invariant under (unitary) transformations of the fields ψ_i. In addition to the “hydrodynamic” symmetries listed above, we also wish to impose some (generally discrete) rotational symmetry group G. In what follows, we will assume that there is no boost-like symmetry mixing time and space; the only spacetime symmetries of interest will include time-reversal (possibly only in tandem with inversion), and the rotational group G.

Let V denote the d-dimensional “vector” representation of the group G that position and momentum transform in. We propose that the spatial vielbein indices bc · · · are the indices which will lie precisely in V . Let V (g) denote the unitary transformation corresponding to the group element g ∈ G, in the representation V . Then the action must be invariant under the transformation (e.g.) e^b_{sμ} → V (g)^{bc}e^c_{sμ}. (2.32)

5 Writing down higher order terms is sophisticated and does not appear particularly illuminating to us, although there are some point groups where more interesting structure will only arise at higher orders (such as D_5).

More generally, all vielbein indices transform similarly.

It is useful to build the action by classifying all possible group invariant tensors with indices bc · · · . We can then build an action by simply making sure that all vielbein indices are contracted with one of our invariants. We will often denote these invariant tensors with the letter f: f^{b1···bn} = V (g)^{b1 c1} · · · V (g)^{bncn} f^{c1···cn} . (2.33) Such a tensor exists if and only if V^{⊗n} contains the trivial representation. Each copy of the trivial representation corresponds to a different invariant tensor.

Let us start by considering the example of the non-boost invariant system, but with otherwise the full rotational symmetry group O(d). Here, the underlying geometry is the Aristotelian geometry [43, 44]. The temporal vielbein e^0_μ is independent as there is no boost symmetry relating it to the spatial ones; while the spatial vielbeins are required to form a “metric” h_{μν} , which is a rank-d (d + 1) × (d + 1) symmetric tensor. This metric is best understood by simply writing it as

h_{μν} = e^b_μe^c_ν δ_{bc}, (2.34)

with δ_{bc} the unique invariant tensor (up to taking tensor products with itself) for O(d). Because all higher rank invariant tensor are simply products of Kronecker δs, there is no reason to introduce e^b_μ in the Aristotelian geometry; it suffices to simply couple systems to h_{μν} , the unique invariant object. Of course, even this Aristotelian geometry itself came from breaking the Lorentz group O(1, d) to O(d). Because the Lorentz group had unique invariant η^{αβ} , one can only couple to the spacetime metric

g_{μν} = e^α_μ e^β_ν η_{αβ} . (2.35)

But with the breaking of boost symmetry, g_{μν} is no longer the most general kind of background: instead we need to keep track of the four objects h_{μν} , h^{μν} , e^0_μ and e^μ_0 , obeying the constraints

h_{μν} e^μ_0 = 0, h^{μν} e^0_μ = 0, e^0_μe^μ_0 = −1, h_{μρ}h^{ρν} = δ^ν_μ − e^0_μe^ν_0 . (2.36)

But, this seemingly complicated construction is greatly simplified by noticing that all of these identities follow directly from the vielbein identities in (2.3), together with (2.34).

It is now straightforward to deduce what happens when the rotational symmetry O(d) is broken further. As explained above, there will generally be new invariant tensors to contract vielbein into. An instructive example is a system with rectangular symmetry group D_2, only invariant under x → ±x and y → ±y. In this theory, there is an invariant tensor f corresponding to the Pauli z-matrix. All invariants can be built out of products of δ and f, as can be deduced by noting that δ ± f correspond to projections onto even numbers of x/y indices. In this D_2-invariant theory, we can include terms proportional to each of

h_{μν} = δ^{bc}e^b_μe^c_ν , f_{μν} = f^{bc}e^b_μe^c_ν (2.37)

in our effective action.

A particular focus of this paper will be on fluids in two spatial dimensions. All possible point groups are classified by either Z_N (a discrete rotational group without parity symmetry), a dihedral group D_N^6 which is a semidirect product of Z_N with parity, and of course the two continuous groups O(2) and SO(2). We will focus on the group D_N in this paper, with a brief discussion of Z_N in Section 5. This group consists of a rotation r around a fixed point by the angle θ = 2π/N and a reflection s around a fixed symmetry axis, i.e.

D_N = ⟨s, r|s^2 = r^N = 1, srs = r^{−1}⟩. (2.38)

The group is non-abelian when N ≥ 3, while abelian when N ≤ 2. The construction of invariant tensors based on branching rules is well reviewed in [35, 36], and we summarize the results in Table 1.

6 Since there are totally 2N group elements, it is sometimes denoted as D_{2N} in the math literature.

D2 D3 D4 parityeven δij , σ^z_{ij} δij , δixσ^z_{jk} − δiy σ^x_{jk} δij δij δ_{kl}, ϵij ϵ_{kl}, σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl}, σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} δij δ_{kl}, ϵij ϵ_{kl} δij δ_{kl}, ϵij ϵ_{kl} σ^z_{ij} δ_{kl} ± δij σ^z_{kl}, σ^x_{ij} ϵ_{kl} ± ϵij σ^x_{kl}, σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl} + σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl}, σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} parity- odd ϵij , σ^x_{ij} ϵij ϵij ϵij δ_{kl} ± δij ϵ_{kl}, σ^x_{ij} δ_{kl} ± δij σ^x_{kl} ϵij δ_{kl} ± δij ϵ_{kl} ϵij δ_{kl} ± δij ϵ_{kl} ϵij σ^z_{kl} ± σ^z_{ij} ϵ_{kl}, σ^x_{ij} σ^z_{kl} ± σ^z_{ij} σ^x_{kl} σ^x_{ij} σ^z_{kl} − σ^z_{ij} σ^x_{kl} σ^x_{ij} σ^z_{kl} ± σ^z_{ij} σ^x_{kl} TABLE 1. Lists of invariant n-tensors for various discrete rotational groups even or odd under parity symmetry. The 3-tensor for D3 is chosen to respect Py; see the main text.

2.4. The classical limit and the physical spacetime

The other important issue to address is the classical limit of this quantum effective theory framework, corresponding to the limit ℏ → 0. This is a suppression of loop corrections to quantum field theory while maintaining the classical statistical fluctuations required by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. Schematically, we take this limit as follows [4] Λ_r → Λ_r, Λ_a → ℏΛ_a, ℏ → 0. (2.39) Hence, we can write various external and dynamical fields as e^α_{1/2,μ} = e^α_μ ± ℏ 2 e^α_{a,μ}, X^μ_{1/2} = X^μ ± ℏ 2 X^μ_a , A_{1/2,μ} = A_μ ± ℏ 2 A_{a,μ}, ϕ_{1/2} = ϕ ± ℏ 2 ϕ_a. (2.40)

We find the gauge invariant variables as

e^α_{1,A} = e^α_A + ℏ 2 e^α_{a,A}, B_{1,A} = B_A + ℏ 2 B_{a,A}, (2.41)

where e^α_A = ∂_AX^μe^α_μ , e^α_{a,A} = ∂_AX^μE^α_{a,μ}, E^α_{a,μ} = e^α_{a,μ} + L_{Xa} e^α_μ , B_A = ∂_AX^μA_μ + ∂_Aϕ, B_{a,A} = ∂_AX^μC_{a,μ}, C_{a,μ} = A_{a,μ} + ∂_μϕ_a + L_{Xa} A_μ, (2.42)

where L_ξ is the Lie derivative with respect to the vector ξ^μ.

The physical spacetime is defined by one copy of the vielbeins e^α_μ and coordinates X^μ. It is often more useful to then think of σ^A(x) as the dynamical field by inverting the function X^μ(σ), and – to connect with more standard notation – just writing lower case x^μ instead of X^μ. The a-fields describe noise and statistical fluctuations, and are independent of r-fields. Since the invariant a-variables are organized into E^α_{a,μ} and C_{a,μ}, we can write the Lagrangian as, to the second order, L = T^μ_α E^α_{a,μ} + J^μC_{a,μ} + iW^{μν}_{αβ} E^α_{a,μ}E^β_{a,ν} + 2iY^{μν}_α E^α_{a,μ}C_{a,ν} + iZ^{μ,ν} C_{a,μ}C_{a,ν} + · · · . (2.43) The first two terms precisely correspond to the stress tensor and current in (2.31). The equation of motion in the absence of stochastic fluctuations is obtained by varying L_{cl} with respect to X^μ_a and ϕ_a and setting X^μ_a = ϕ_a = 0 afterwards, which means that only the leading order in a-fields is involved. This leads to

e^{−1}∂_μ (eT^μ_α ) e^α_ν − G^α_{νμ}T^μ_α − F_{νμ}J^μ = 0, e^{−1}∂_μ (eJ^μ) = 0. (2.44)

We see that besides the normal Lorentz force F_{μν} J^ν , there is another Lorentz-like force G^α_{μν} T^ν_α induced by the torsional spacetime [50].

In the classical limit and physical spacetime, taking Θ = IT^7, the KMS symmetry transformation (2.27) becomes [5] (note that B_μ = A_μ + ∂_μϕ; in general, we will use the same letter with multiple types of indices when the transformation between frames is standard) Ẽ^α_{a,μ}(−x) = E^α_{a,μ}(x) + iL_{βμ} e^α_μ (x), C̃_{a,μ}(−x) = C_{a,μ}(x) + iL_{βμ} B_μ(x), (2.45)

7 In d = 2, we employ a combination of inversion and time reversal symmetry. We discuss other symmetries below.

where β^μ(x) = β(x)u^μ(x), (2.46) and the Lie derivatives read L_βμ e^α_μ = ∂_μ(β^ν e^α_ν ) + β^ν G^α_{νμ}, L_βμ B_μ = ∂_μ(βμ) + β^ν F_{νμ}. (2.47) The dynamical KMS invariance (2.26) therefore requires T^μ_{{0}α}L_βμ e^α_μ + J^μ_{{0}}L_βμ B_μ = e^{−1}∂_μ(eV^μ_{{0}}), (2.48a)

T^μ_{{1}α} = −W^{μν}_{αβ} L_βμ e^β_ν − Y^{μν}_α L_βμ B_ν , (2.48b)

J^μ_{{1}} = −Y^{μν}_α L_βμ e^α_ν − Z^{μ,ν} L_βμ B_ν . (2.48c) where the subscript {n} denote the n-derivative order and V^μ_{{0}} is an arbitrary function with zero derivatives. The relationship with the entropy current has been discussed in [56].

3. THERMODYNAMICS AND IDEAL HYDRODYNAMICS In this section we use the effective action principle to describe the thermodynamics and ideal hydrodynamics of a fluid with (discrete) rotational symmetry.

3.1. Factorizability We begin by discussing an important constraint which appears to arise from locality, KMS invariance, and the ability to couple to background gauge fields: the factorizability of the ideal fluid action [4].

In writing down the effective action by integrating out the UV degree of freedom as in (2.6), we have assumed that in general it is not factorizable: namely that I_{EFT}[Λ] ≠ I[Λ_1] − I[Λ_2]. (3.1) And indeed in order to describe dissipative hydrodynamics, this must be the case. However, we claim that the effective field theory must be factorizable for ideal hydrodynamics in the models we will study in this paper: I_{EFT} = I_{ideal}[Λ_1] − I_{ideal}[Λ_2] + higher derivative terms. (3.2) KMS and locality do imply that, in (2.6), W_{ideal} = W [Λ_1] − W [Λ_2]; (3.3) we have not found an example where (3.3) holds while (3.2) does not.

A simple argument why factorizability is reasonable is as follows. The lowest order in derivative action we can write down will generate thermodynamic correlators, e.g. ⟨O_1(0, 0)O_2(0, 0) · · · ⟩. Now, suppose that there were a term in the ideal fluid action which could not be written in the form (3.2): e^{IEFT,ideal} = ⟨ e^{−i ∫ O2·Λ2} e^{i ∫ O1·Λ1} ⟩ ≠ ⟨ e^{−i ∫ O2·Λ2+i ∫ O1·Λ1} ⟩ , (3.4) where the time ordering is implicitly assumed. Moreover, this equality would not hold even at the ideal fluid level. This would imply that there are certain correlation functions where the ordering of operators was crucial, or in other words that there is a pair of (products of) thermodynamic operators, O and O^′, such that ⟨[O, O^′]⟩ ≠ 0, (3.5) i.e., the order in which we arranged these two operators in a thermal expectation value is important. We expect that, for a conventional fluid (but with discrete rotational symmetry), such commutators can be assumed to vanish at the ideal fluid level. As one transparent example of this, note that ∫ d^dx⟨[T^0_b (x), O(y)]⟩ = i⟨(∂_bO)(y)⟩ = 0, (3.6)

as long as the thermal state is on average homogeneous. Even more generally, it is typically the case that even if local operators fail to commute, the operators will commute in the thermodynamic limit. A transparent example of this can be found in the hydrodynamics of a system with a non-Abelian flavor symmetry [57]: even though the charge density operators do not commute, in the thermodynamic limit this commutator becomes very small; as a consequence, there are hydrodynamic modes for all flavor charges.

Henceforth, from here on out, we will assume (3.2) when building our ideal hydrodynamic action. As we will see, this condition can impose non-trivial constraints on fluids with discrete rotational symmetry, which we will argue are stronger than the constraints imposed within the conventional Landau paradigm for hydrodynamics. As a consequence, the effective action approach provides further constraints on the construction of a noise-free hydrodynamic theory than the conventional approach would alone.

3.2. Thermodynamics

We are now ready to build the ideal fluid Lagrangian. It will generically take the form

L^{(1,0)} = −ε_0b_a + p_0χ_a + n_0ν_a + π_{0,b}ũ^b_a, (3.7)

where

ν_a = μ_a + b_aμ, ũ^b_a = u^b_a + b_au^b, (3.8)

and ε_0, p_0, n_0 and π_{0,b} are functions of τ, μ and u^b which are not all independent (we will return to this point in Section 3.3). It is useful to find explicit expressions for the a-fields in the physical spacetime, which will be of interest as we eventually use (3.7) to deduce constitutive relations: b_a = u^μE^0_{a,μ}, ν_a = u^μC_{a,μ}, ũ^b_a = u^μE^b_{a,μ}, χ_a = e^μ_b ( E^b_{a,μ} − u^bE^0_{a,μ} ) , V_{a,I} = λ^μ_I E^0_{a,μ}, c_{a,I} = λ^μ_I C_{a,μ}, Ξ^I_{a,J} = a^I_b λ^μ_J ( E^b_{a,μ} − u^bE^0_{a,μ} ) − 1 d χ_aδ^I_J . (3.9)

There are also “anisotropic” terms that are allowed by all the symmetries of Section 2:

L^{(1,0)}_{new} = rτ_a, (3.10)

where r is some possibly new thermodynamic coefficient, and τ_a is some contraction of e^b_{sμ} with the G-invariant tensors f which vanishes when e^b_{aμ} = 0. The main result of this section is that

r = 0. (3.11)

As such, the only anisotropy which is possible within ideal hydrodynamics arises due to the anisotropic momentum susceptibility in (3.7). We demonstrate this surprising fact, at least within linearized hydrodynamics, using kinetic theory models of anisotropic (electron) fluids in Appendix A. Using (2.31), we conclude that the ideal hydrodynamic constitutive relations are

T^μ_0 = −ε_0u^μ − p_0(u^μ − e^μ_0 ), (3.12a) T^μ_b = p_0e^μ_b + π_{0,b}u^μ, (3.12b) J^μ = n_0u^μ. (3.12c)

One should distinguish the anisotropy induced by the discrete rotational symmetry here from the literature where an external source has been manually added in one particular spatial direction [58–60] (see also [40]). In the latter case, there is a spatial Killing vector orthogonal to the temporal one u^μh_μ = 0, rendering the transverse and longitudinal pressure to be different. Another example of hydrodynamics where more explicit anisotropy is possible is in the presence of a 1-form symmetry, such as in magnetohydrodynamics [61].

3.2.1. Absence of anisotropic pressure in a rectangular fluid

It is illustrative to focus on a concrete example to justify (3.11). Let us consider a fluid with rectangular (D_2) point group, which will correspond to invariance under x → ±x and y → ±y. The invariant tensors correspond to anything with an even number of x and y indices, and can be built out of tensor products of δ_{bc} and f_{bc} = (σ^z )_{bc}. In this case we will write more explicitly:

L^{(1,0)}_{new} = p_{0,×}τ_a = p_{0,×}f_{bc}a^b_{1I} a^c_{2I} “ = ”p_{0,×}f^{bc}a^I_b a^J_c Ξ_{a,IJ} , (3.13)

where the quoted equation means that the stress tensors produced by the action are equal. Due to the tracelessness of f_{bc}, this term vanishes when a^b_{aI} = 0. The ideal hydrodynamic constitutive relations is then modified to

T^μ_0 = −ε_0u^μ − p_0(u^μ − e^μ_0 ) − p_{0,×}f^c_d e^μ_c u^d, (3.14a) T^μ_b = p_0e^μ_b + p_{0,×}f^c_b e^μ_c + π_{0,b}u^μ. (3.14b)

In Landau’s hydrodynamic paradigm, p_{0,×} ≠ 0 would be possible if we could construct a conserved entropy current. Equivalently, we can simply ask whether it is possible for (2.48a) to ever hold [56]. Explicitly, we have T^μ_{{0}α}L_β e^α_μ = −p_{0,×}f^c_b e^μ_c u^b ( ∂_μ(β^ν e^0_ν ) + β^ν G^0_{νμ} ) + p_{0,×}f^c_b e^μ_c ( ∂_μ(β^ν e^b_ν ) + β^ν G^b_{νμ} ) . (3.15)

In the presence of an arbitrary background vielbein, this term cannot be arranged into a total derivative. In particular, in the presence of non-zero G^α_{νμ}, there are clearly terms which are not total derivatives in the above equation. Since this term would violate KMS invariance, we must have p_{0,×} = 0.

Interestingly, if we turn off the spin connection, G^α_{νμ} = 0, and we work in the flat spacetime limit, the anisotropic pressure will be KMS invariant and consistent with the entropy current by requiring p_{0,×} = −β ∂p_{0,×} ∂β , (3.16)

where we choose V^μ_{{0}} = p_{0,×}f^b_c e^μ_b e^c_ν β^ν . Therefore, to forbid the anisotropic pressure, we must impose KMS invariance upon an arbitrary backgroud field. This is analogous to the case of chiral anomaly in 1 + 1d [62] where j ∼ μ at leading order is fixed by KMS invariance only with generic background fields. Similar instances where introducing an arbitrary background field is important to fix hydrodynamic coefficients are found in [63, 64]. Without appealing to KMS invariance, we show in Appendix B that the anisotropic pressure in the action does not manifest factorizability.

3.2.2. Absence of linear velocity in ideal stress tensor

Let us now give another example of a forbidden term in a fluid with D_3 symmetry. This introduces a new invariant tensor which is traceless and fully symmetric: f^{bcd} (see Table 1). So it is tempting to try and write down

L^{(1,0)}_{new} = K_1a^I_{2,b}f^b_{cd}a^c_{1,I} u^d + K_2f^b_{cd}a^I_b u^cu^dc_{a,I} + K_3f^b_{cd}a^I_b u^cu^dV_{a,I} , (3.17)

where

c_{a,I} = b_{a,I} + μV_{a,I} . (3.18)

By varying with respect to the background field, we find

T^μ_0 = (K_3 − K_1)f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d, (3.19a) T^μ_b = K_1f_{bcd}e^{cμ}u^d, (3.19b) J^μ = K_2f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d. (3.19c)

Similar to the previous example, we want to find what the KMS invariance would put as constraints. Specifically,

T^μ_{{0}α}L_β e^α_μ + J^μ_{{0}}L_β B_μ =(K_3 − K_1)f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d ( ∂_μ(β^ν e^0_ν ) + β^ν G^0_{νμ} ) + K_1f_{bcd}e^{cμ}u^d ( ∂_μ(β^ν e^b_ν ) + β^ν G^b_{νμ} ) + K_2f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d (∂_μ(βμ) + β^ν F_{νμ}) . (3.20)

Similar to above, we find that it is not possible to rewrite this term as a total derivative due to the presence of F and G terms; thus we must have K_1 = K_2 = K_3 = 0. However, when the system only couples to the flat spactime without external field, the KMS invariance condition becomes K_3f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d∂_μ(β) + K_2f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d∂_μ(βμ) = 1 2 f_{bcd}e^{bμ}u^cu^d∂_μ(βK_1), (3.21)

which leads to

K_3 + μK_2 = 1 2 ∂(βK_1) ∂β , K_2 = 1 2 ∂K_1 ∂μ . (3.22)

Indeed, without background fields, it is possible to construct a conserved entropy current for ideal hydrodynamics so long as this constraint on K_{1,2,3} is satisfied. It is only KMS invarince plus coupling to an arbitrary background field which demands K_{1,2,3} = 0.

Should one allow such terms, the K_1 term would qualitatively change the dispersion relations of an ideal fluid. In linear response about a fluid at rest, K_{2,3} is a nonlinearity that will not affect quasinormal modes.

We could also try to write terms proportional to P_2f^b_c a^I_b u^cc_{a,I} + P_3f^b_c a^I_b u^cV_{a,I} (include f_{bc} = δ_{bc}) in the action. However, these are also not allowed.

3.3. KMS invariance

Since very few anisotropic terms are allowed within hydrodynamics, the thermodynamic analysis will basically mirror that of a conventional fluid. In the vielbein formalism, we must impose (2.48a) to (3.7). We find that, with the choice V^μ_{{0}} = p_0β^μ,

− (ε_0 + p_0)∂β + π_{0,b}∂(βu^b) + n_0∂(βμ) = β∂p_0, (3.23)

which leads to

ε_0 + p_0 − π_{0,b}u^b − μn_0 = −β ∂p_0 ∂β , n_0 = ∂p_0 ∂μ , π_{0,b} = ∂p_0 ∂u^b . (3.24)

This is precisely the thermodynamic relation for a rotational invariant fluid without boost symmetry [43], but with more general form of momentum susceptibilities [65]; e.g. in a D_2-invariant fluid:

π_{0,b} = ρ_0δ_{bc}u^c + ρ_{0,×}f_{bc}u^c + . . . , (3.25)

The dots in the above equation include higher orders of velocity densities with invariant n ≥ 2-tensors. Further, the factorizability requires the invariant tensors to be symmetric, and the combination π_{0,b}u^b must be positive to ensure thermodynamic stability.

4. FIRST ORDER DISSIPATIVE HYDRODYNAMICS

We now turn to dissipative, first order hydrodynamics. Unlike before, without a factorizability requirement, here we will find that nearly everything allowable by symmetry can exist.

4.1. The effective action and transport coefficients

The O(a) Lagrangian with first derivatives in the fluid spacetime can be written explicitly. We will focus on a particular example of a fluid with a symmetric traceless invariant tensor f^{bcd} and tensors f^{bcde} = f^{debc}; however, the construction is straightforward to extend. In particular, for most discrete groups there are multiple inequivalent such tensors, but we will postpone the full enumeration of them and their effects to later subsections (in Section 4.2 and Section 4.3) to avoid overly cluttering the notation here. We find that

L^{(1,0)} + L^{(1,1)} = − f_1b_a + f_2χ_a + f_3ν_a + f_{4,b}ũ^b_a − ηf^{IJKL}Ξ_{a,IJ} A_{KL} − λ_1V^I_a ~D_I b_r − λ_2c^I_aD̂_tb_{r,I} + λ_{12}V^I_a D̂_tb_{r,I} + λ_{21}c^I_a ~D_I b_r + f^{IJK} {( γ_{13} ~D_I b_r + γ_{23}D̂_tb_{r,I} ) Ξ_{a,JK} + (γ_{31}V_{a,I} + γ_{32}c_{a,I} ) A_{JK} } , (4.1) where we denoted f^{I1...In} = f^{b1...bn} a^{I1}_{b1} . . . a^{In}_{bn} , A^K_L = a^K_{r,b}D_ta^b_{r,L}, (4.2) and for later convenience we introduce ~ D_I b_r = D_I b_r − D_I τ, D̂_tb_{r,I} = D_tb_{r,I} − μ ~D_I b_r, (4.3) and f_1 = ε_0 + f_{11}D_tτ + f_{12}D_t(log a) + f_{13}β^{−1}D_t(μβ) + f_{14,b}β^{−1}D_t(u^bβ) + . . . , (4.4a) f_2 = p_0 + f_{21}D_tτ + f_{22}D_t(log a) + f_{23}β^{−1}D_t(μβ) + f_{24,b}β^{−1}D_t(u^bβ) + . . . , (4.4b) f_3 = n_0 + f_{31}D_tτ + f_{32}D_t(log a) + f_{33}β^{−1}D_t(μβ) + f_{34,b}β^{−1}D_t(u^bβ) + . . . , (4.4c) f_{4,b} = ρ_{0,b} + f_{41,b}D_tτ + f_{42,b}D_t(log a) + f_{43,b}β^{−1}D_t(μβ) + f_{44,bc}β^{−1}D_t(u^cβ) + . . . , (4.4d)

and η, f’s, and λ’s are all real functions of μ, τ and u^b. Moreover, to zeroth order in derivatives, we have

−iL^{(2,0)} =s_{11}b^2_a + s_{22}χ^2_a + s_{33}ν^2_a + 2s_{12}b_aχ_a + 2s_{13}b_aν_a + 2s_{23}χ_aν_a + 2 ( s_{14,b}b_a + s_{24,b}χ_a + s_{34,b}ν_a + 1 2 s_{44,bc}ũ^c_a ) ũ^b_a + rf^{IJKL}Ξ_{a,IJ} Ξ_{a,KL} + r_{11}V^I_a V_{a,I} + r_{22}c^I_ac_{a,I} + 2r_{12}V^I_a c_{a,I} + f^{IJK} (t_{13}V_{a,I} + t_{23}c_{a,I} ) Ξ_{a,JK} .

(4.5)

Before taking the classical limit and physical spacetime, which turns out to be more convenient, we can already see the structure of the stress tensor and current from variation of (4.1). Using (2.31), we arrive at

T^μ_ν ≡ T^μ_α e^α_ν = ( δL δb_a − δL δu^b_a u^b − μ δL δμ_a ) u^μe^0_ν + δL δχ_a (δ^μ_ν − u^μe^0_ν ) + δL δu^b_a u^μe^b_ν + ( 1 b δL δv_{a,I} − μ δL δb_{a,I} ) λ^μ_I e^0_ν + δL δΞ^I_{a,J} { λ^I_ρλ^μ_J (δ^ρ_ν − u^ρe^0_ν ) − 1 d (δ^μ_ν − u^μe^0_ν )δ^I_J } . (4.6)

Identifying ε = − δL δb_a + δL δu^b_a u^b + μ δL δμ_a , p = δL δχ_a , π_b = δL δu^b_a , q^μ = ( 1 b δL δv_{a,I} − μ δL δb_{a,I} ) λ^μ_I , (4.7)

we obtain

T^μ_ν = −εu^μe^0_ν + p(δ^μ_ν − u^μe^0_ν ) + π_bu^μe^b_ν + q^μe^0_ν + Σ^μ_ν , (4.8)

where Σ^μ_ν u^ν = 0. Similarly, from variation of A_μ, we obtain the U(1) current

J^μ = nu^μ + j^μ, (4.9)

where n = δL δμ_a , j^μ = δL δb_{a,I} λ^μ_I . (4.10)

Explicit expressions for the above quantities are listed in (4.15) and (4.18) in physical spacetime, as one can check they are identical to the one by variation.

Now, let us take the classical limit and work in the physical spacetime. The transformation of derivatives from the fluid spacetime to physical spacetime is

∂_t = b∂, ∂_I = bv_I ∂ + λ^μ_I ∂_μ, (4.11)

where we denote

∂ = u^μ∂_μ, (4.12) thus

D_tτ = ∂τ, D_t(log a) = e^μ_α∂e^α_μ + ∂_μu^μ = e^{−1}∂_μ(eu^μ), D_t(μβ) = ∂(μβ), ~ D_I b_r = −b∂v_I = − 1 b λ^μ_I ∂_μb − u^μλ^ν_I e^0_{μν} , D̂_tb_{r,I} = ∂(λ^μ_I A_μ) + bμ∂v_I = λ^ρ_I ∂_ρu^μA_μ + λ^μ_I ∂A_μ + μb^{−1}λ^ρ_I ∂_ρb, A^I_J ≡ a^I_{r,b}D_ta^b_{r,J} = a^I_b λ^μ_J ( ∂e^b_μ + u^ρω^b_{cρ}e^c_μ + e^b_ν ∂_μu^ν ) , D_t(u^bβ) = ∂(u^bβ) + u^μω^b_{cμ}u^cβ. (4.13)

Then, the classical Lagrangian (2.43) reads

T^μ_0 = −f_1u^μ − f_2(u^μ − e^μ_0 ) + λ_1w^μ + λ_{12}w^μ + ητ^μ_b u^b + p_ρf^{ρνμ}e^b_ν δ_{bc}u^c + γ_{31}f^{μνρ}e^b_ν δ_{bc} ( ∂e^c_ρ + e^c_λ∂_ρu^λ ) , (4.14a) T^μ_b = f_2e^μ_b + f_{4,b}u^μ − ητ^μ_b − p_ρf^{ρνμ}e^c_ν δ_{cb}, (4.14b) J^μ = f_3u^μ − λ_{21}w^μ − λ_2w^μ + γ_{32}f^{μνρ}e^b_ν δ_{bc} ( ∂e^c_ρ + e^c_λ∂_ρu^λ ) , (4.14c)

where ε ≡ f_1 = ε_0 + f_{11}∂τ + f_{12}θ + f_{13}T ∂(μβ) + f_{14,b}T ∂(u^bβ), (4.15a) p ≡ f_2 = p_0 + f_{21}∂τ + f_{22}θ + f_{23}T ∂(μβ) + f_{24,b}T ∂(u^bβ), (4.15b) n ≡ f_3 = n_0 + f_{31}∂τ + f_{32}θ + f_{33}T ∂(μβ) + f_{34,b}T ∂(u^bβ), (4.15c) π_b ≡ f_{4,b} = π_{0,b} + f_{41,b}∂τ + f_{42,b}θ + f_{43,b}T ∂(μβ) + f_{44,bc}T ∂(u^cβ), (4.15d) with θ ≡ e^{−1}∂_μ(eu^μ), w^μ = h^{μν} w_ν , w^μ = h^{μν} w_ν and w_μ = ∂_μτ + u^ρG^0_{ρμ}, w_μ = ∂_μμ + μ∂_μτ + u^ρF_{ρμ}, p_μ = γ_{13}w_μ + γ_{23}w_μ, τ^μ_b = f^{c c′}_{b b}′ e^μ_c e^ρ_c′ ( ∂e^{b′}_ρ + ∂_ρu^ν e^{b′}_ν ) − 1 d f^{c c′}_{c b}′ e^ρ_c′ ( ∂e^{b′}_ρ + ∂_ρu^ν e^{b′}_ν ) e^μ_b . (4.16)

In the above equations, we defined f^{μνρ} = f^{bcd}e^μ_b e^ν_c e^ρ_d, ∂_ν u^μ = ∂_ν u^μ − u^μu^ρG^0_{ρν} , (4.17) and the spatial spin connection vanishes properly due to contractions with invariant tensors. Straightforwardly, we obtain (4.8) and (4.9) by identifying various thermodynamic quantities as in (4.15) and dissipative coefficients with

q^μ = λ_1w^μ + λ_{12}w^μ + γ_{31}f^{μνρ}e^b_ν δ_{bc} ( ∂e^c_ρ + e^c_λ∂_ρu^λ ) , (4.18a) j^μ = −λ_{21}w^μ − λ_2w^μ + γ_{32}f^{μνρ}e^b_ν δ_{bc} ( ∂e^c_ρ + e^c_λ∂_ρu^λ ) , (4.18b) Σ^μ_ν = − (ητ^μ_b + p_ρf^{ρνμ}e^c_ν δ_{cb}) e^b_α(δ^α_ν − u^αe^0_ν ). (4.18c) Moving to the order O(a^2), from (4.5), we obtain

W^{μν}_{00} = s_{11}u^μu^ν + s_{22}(u − e_0)^μ(u − e_0)^ν − 2s_{12}u^{(μ}(u − e_0)^{ν)} + r_{11}h^{μν} + rΠ^{μν}_{bc} u^bu^c − t_{13}f^{μρν} e^b_ρδ_{bc}u^c, (4.19a) W^{μν}_{b0} = −s_{22}e^{(μ}_b (u − e_0)^{ν)} + s_{12}u^{(μ}e^{ν)}_b + s_{14,b}u^μu^ν − s_{24,b}(u − e_0)^{(μ}u^{ν)} − rΠ^{μν}_{bc} u^c + t_{13}f^{μρν} e^c_ρδ_{cb}, (4.19b) W^{μν}_{bc} = s_{22}e^{(μ}_b e^{ν)}_c + s_{44,bc}u^μu^ν + 2s_{24,b}e^{(μ}_c u^{ν)} + rΠ^{μν}_{bc} , (4.19c) Y^{μν}_0 = s_{13}u^μu^ν − s_{23}(u − e_0)^{(μ}u^{ν)} + r_{12}h^{μν} − t_{23}f^{μρν} e^b_ρδ_{bc}u^c, (4.19d) Y^{μν}_b = s_{23}e^{(μ}_b u^{ν)} + s_{34,b}u^μu^ν + t_{23}f^{μρν} e^c_ρδ_{cb}, (4.19e) Z^{μν} = s_{33}u^μu^ν + r_{22}h^{μν} , (4.19f) where^8 Π^{μν}_{bc} = f^{b′ c′}_{b c} e^{(μ}_b′ e^{ν)}_c′ − 2 d f^{d d′}_{d (c} e^{(μ}_{b)} e^{ν)}_d′ + 1 d^2 f^{d d′}_{d d}′ e^{(μ}_b e^{ν)}_c . (4.20)

8 We assume f_{b1b2 b3 b4} = f_{b3b4 b1 b2} , and we leave discussions about f_{b1b2 b3b4} = −f_{b3 b4 b1b2} to the end of this section.

Then, the dynamical KMS condition (2.48b) and (2.48c) tells that

s_{11} = f_{11}T, s_{22} = −f_{22}T, s_{33} = −f_{33}T, s_{44,bc} = −f_{44,bc}T s_{12} = f_{12}T = −f_{21}T, s_{13} = f_{13}T = −f_{31}T, s_{23} = −f_{23}T = −f_{32}T, s_{14,b} = f_{14,b}T = −f_{41,b}T, s_{24,b} = −f_{24,b}T = −f_{42,b}T, s_{34,b} = −f_{34,b}T = −f_{43,b}T, t_{13} = γ_{13}T = γ_{31}T, t_{23} = γ_{23}T = γ_{32}T, r_{11} = −λ_1T, r_{22} = λ_2T, r_{12} = −λ_{12}T = λ_{21}T, r = ηT.

(4.21)

All the equations include both Onsager relations due to the symmetries W^{μν}_{αβ} = W^{νμ}_{αβ} , Y^{μν}_α = Y^{νμ}_α , and Z^{μν} = Z^{νμ} (which were enforced by the two a-fields in the noise terms), and the fluctuation-dissipation theorem relating noise to dissipative transport coefficients.

Defining

κ ≡ −λ_1, σ ≡ λ_2, α ≡ λ_{12} = −λ_{21}, (4.22)

we identify them as the thermoelectric conductivities [65]. Since we work in the non-relativistic case, there are no relativistic Ward identities to relate these 3 coefficients. The bulk viscosity ζ is defined through field redefinition (see Appendix C) in (C11). If there exists a rank-3 invariant tensor, we define

γ_ε ≡ γ_{13} = γ_{31}, γ_n ≡ γ_{23} = γ_{32}. (4.23)

We find that the thermoelectric conductivitivity matrix is now generalized to a 3-by-3 matrix with κ, σ, η on the diagonal, and α, γ_ε, γ_n on the off-diagonal. The Onsager relation then says that the matrix is symmetric. As in the conventional transport theory, we expect both the transport coefficient matrix as well as the bulk viscosity to be positive semidefinite. This is realized by the unitarity (2.25b), which, together with (4.21), implies that ζ ≥ 0, η ≥ 0, σ ≥ 0, κ ≥ 0, α^2 ≤ κσ, γ^2_ε ≤ κη, γ^2_n ≤ ση. (4.24) So far, we have focused on a microscopic theory that is symmetric under the combination of inversion and time reversal symmetry, i.e. Θ = IT . It is possible to have different underlying symmetries. In particular, when Θ = T , all the above results hold true, except for the coefficients of terms involving invariant 3-tensors. We find that the dynamical KMS condition (2.26) with Θ = T requires that t_{13} = t_{23} = 0, thus γ_{13} = γ_{23} = γ_{31} = γ_{32} = 0. As emphasized in [42], it appears that typically when the rotation symmetry group does not include inversion, in practical applications to electron fluids one will choose Θ = IT .

We might also consider antisymmetric tensors: f_{b1b2 b3b4} = −f_{b3b4b1 b2} (but parity-even). An example with a D_2 fluid could be f_{yyxx} = −f_{xxyy}. These tensors does not generate terms in L^{(2,0)}, and according to the KMS invariance with the above Θ, the terms in L^{(1,1)} would also vanish. However, if we take the anti-unitary operator to be Θ = P_{x+y}T with P_{x+y} : x → y, y → x, (4.25) the terms in L^{(1,1)} would not be constrained by KMS invariance and could realize further coefficients in non-dissipative hydrodynamics. This can be regarded as a generalization of non-dissipative parity-violating fluid (Section 5). We will not consider this case further.

4.2. Application to O(2) invariant fluid

Let us first consider an O(2) invariant fluid in d = 2 spatial dimensions as a sanity check of our formalism. Using the “building block” δ_{bc}, we have π_{0,b} = ρ_0δ_{bc}u^c, and so the thermodynamic relation (3.24) becomes

ε_0 + p_0 − ρ_0u^2 − μn_0 = −β ∂p_0 ∂β , n_0 = ∂p_0 ∂μ , ρ_0 = 2 ∂p_0 ∂u^2 , (4.26)

where u^2 ≡ δ_{bc}u^bu^c is the “squared velocity potential” [43] and ρ_0 is known as the momentum susceptibility [65]. The nontrivial rank-4 invariant tensor is

f^{O(2)}_{b1 b2b3 b4} = δ_{b1 b3} δ_{b2 b4} + δ_{b1 b4} δ_{b2 b3} , (4.27) while the tensor ϵ_{bb}′ ϵ_{cc}′ leads to violation of angular momentum conservation. To see such constraint at the action level, it is most direct to employ the coset construction [66] in the non-relativistic limit [67]. The details of this are too technical to expand on here, but in a nutshell, the existence of angular momentum conservation in the coset construction will require that Ξ_{a,IJ} is a symmetric tensor.^9 Hence, we cannot couple to ϵ^{bc}Ξ_{a,bc}. Therefore, we find the shear viscosity tensor as Σ^μ_ν = −η { ( h^{μσ} ∂h_{σρ} + h^{μλ}∂_λu^σh_{σρ} + Δ^μ_σ ∂_ρu^σ ) (δ^ρ_ν − u^ρe^0_ν ) − 2 d ( e^ρ_b ∂e^b_ρ + Δ^ρ_σ∂_ρu^σ ) (δ^μ_ν − u^μe^0_ν ) } , (4.28)

where we used the “metric” of a rotationally invariant theory (2.34), and defined

Δ^μ_ν ≡ h^{μρ}h_{ρν} = λ^μ_I λ^I_ν = δ^μ_ν − e^μ_0 e^0_ν . (4.29)

In flat spacetime limit, we obtain (up to the treatment of bulk viscosity in Appendix C)

Σ^{O(2)}_{ij} = −η (∂_iu_j + ∂_j u_i − ∂_ku_kδ_{ij} ) = −η ( σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} + σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl} ) ∂_ku_l. (4.30)

This agrees with the results in [70].

4.3. Application to fluids with dihedral symmetry

Next we turn to fluids with D_n point group.

As the first example, the D_4 group contains three rank-4 invariant tensors

f^{D4}_{b1b2 b3 b4} = ϵ_{b1b2} ϵ_{b3b4} , g^{D4}_{b1b2 b3b4} = σ^z_{b1 b2} σ^z_{b3 b4} , h^{D4}_{b1 b2b3 b4} = σ^x_{b1 b2} σ^x_{b3 b4} , (4.31)

Taking π_{g,b} = ρ_g g^{D4}_{bc1c2c3} u^{c1} u^{c2} u^{c3} and π_{h,b} = ρ_hh^{D4}_{bc1c2c3} u^{c1} u^{c2} u^{c3} , the thermodynamic relation becomes

ε_0 + p_0 − ρ_0u^2 − ρ_g u^4_g − ρ_hu^4_h − μn_0 = −β ∂p_0 ∂β , n_0 = ∂p_0 ∂μ , ρ_0 = 2 ∂p_0 ∂u^2 , ρ_g = 4 ∂p_0 ∂u^4_g , ρ_h = 4 ∂p_0 ∂u^4_h , (4.32)

where

u^4_g = g^{D4}_{b1b1 b2b3} u^{b1} u^{b2} u^{b3} u^{b4} , u^4_h = h^{D4}_{b1 b1b2 b3} u^{b1} u^{b2} u^{b3} u^{b4} . (4.33)

are the “quartic velocity potentials” and ρ_{g,h} are corresponding “susceptibilities”. Since there is no invariant rank-3 tensor, the shear viscosity becomes, in the flat spacetime limit,

Σ^{D4}_{ij} = − ( η_∘f^{D4}_{ijkl} + η_1g^{D4}_{ijkl} + η_2h^{D4}_{ijkl} ) ∂_ku_l = − ( η_∘ϵ_{ij} ϵ_{kl} + η_1σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} + η_2σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl} ) ∂_ku_l, (4.34)

where we identified η_∘, η_1 and η_2 as the rotational, plus and cross viscosity [36]. Note that when η_1 = η_2 = η and η_∘ = 0, it reduces to the isotropic O(2) viscosity tensor (4.29). The presence of the rotational viscosity η_∘ breaks the symmetry of the dissipative contribution to the stress tensor: Σ^{D4}_{ij} ≠ Σ^{D4}_{ji} . This is because Σ_{ij} = Σ_{ji} is only guaranteed by continuous O(2) rotational symmetry, and is unstable to any discrete rotational subgroups [35]. On the other hand, the symmetric part of the viscosity tensor is relatively stable against rotational symmetry breaking (see a thorough group theory discussion in [35, 36]). More generally, for even N, the viscosity tensor of a D_{N≥6}-invariant fluid looks just like an O(2)-invariant fluid, up to the rotational viscosity η_∘ (which is nearly invisible in simple fluid flow experiments [36, 71]); while for D_{N≤4}, anisotropy appears in the symmetric viscosity as shown in (4.34). However, this is not true for odd N as discussed below.

The invariant tensors for D_3 are

g^{D3}_{b1b2 b3} = δ_{b1x}σ^z_{b2 b3} − δ_{b1 y}σ^x_{b2 b3} , f^{D3}_{b1b2 b3 b4} = ϵ_{b1b2} ϵ_{b3b4} , h^{D3}_{b1 b2b3 b4} = σ^x_{b1 b2} σ^x_{b3 b4} + σ^z_{b1 b2} σ^z_{b3 b4} , (4.35)

9 A more exotic interpretation is that angular momentum conservation is a type of “dipolar” charge conservation law. Because of this, we must restrict the form of the momentum current to those functions which are compatible with this dipolar conservation law. At sufficiently low order in derivatives, the only such possibility is to mandate the stress tensor be symmetric [68, 69].

The rank-3 tensor g^{D3}_{b1b2 b3} satisfies two properties: it is fully symmetric, g^{D3}_{b1b2 b3} = g^{D3}_{b2b1 b3} = g^{D3}_{b3b2 b1} and it is traceless g^{D3}_{bbc} = 0. We find that the thermodynamic relation becomes

ε_0 + p_0 − ρ_0u^2 − ρ_{D3} u^3 − μn_0 = −β ∂p_0 ∂β , n_0 = ∂p_0 ∂μ , ρ_0 = 2 ∂p_0 ∂u^2 , ρ_{D3} = 3 ∂p_0 ∂u^3 , (4.36)

where u^3 = g^{D3}_{b1b2 b3} u^{b1} u^{b2} u^{b3} is the “cubic velocity potential” and ρ_{D3} is the corresponding momentum susceptibility. Now with the rank-3 invariant tensor, the shear viscosity tensor becomes, in the flat spacetime limit,

Σ^{D3}_{ij} = − ( η_∘f^{D3}_{ijkl} + ηh^{D3}_{ijkl} ) ∂_ku_l − g^{D3}_{ijk} (γ_{13}T ∂_kβ + γ_{23}T ∂_k (βμ)) = − ( η_∘ϵ_{ij} ϵ_{kl} + η ( σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl} + σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} )) ∂_ku_l − ( δ_{ix}σ^z_{jk} − δ_{iy}σ^x_{jk} ) (γ_εT ∂_kβ + γ_nT ∂_k (βμ)) . (4.37)

As we discussed above, the rotational viscosity η_∘ indicates the breaking of O(2) symmetry; otherwise, the symmetric part of the viscosity tensor coincides with the O(2) invariant fluid. However, there are new dissipative coefficients [42] which couple gradients of temperature and density to the traceless symmetric velocity strain tensor:

T^{D3}_{i0} = γ_ε (δ_{ix}σ^z_{kl} − δ_{iy} σ^x_{kl}) ∂_ku_l, (4.38a) J^{D3}_i = γ_n (δ_{ix}σ^z_{kl} − δ_{iy}σ^x_{kl}) ∂_ku_l, (4.38b)

and similarly, which cause stress in the presence of temperature or velocity gradients. The coefficients are related by KMS, or equivalently, Onsager reciprocity. From a representation theory perspective, this coupling is possible because f_{bcd} converts a traceless symmetric tensor into a vector: they are in the same irrep of D_3.

4.4. Normal modes

In this section we work out the linearized hydrodynamics of a discrete rotational fluid at rest (u^b = 0 in equilibrium)^{10}. The hydrodynamic normal modes are defined as non-vanishing solutions to the equation of motion [65, 73]. Consider the linearization,

u^μ = (1, δu^i), μ = μ_0 + δμ, T = T_0 + δT. (4.39)

To linear order in the perturbations, with the reference frame being the Landau frame (see Appendix C), the stress tensor and charge current read, combining (4.1), (3.7) and (C12),

T^0_0 = −δε, T^0_i = ρ_0δ_{ij} δu^j + ρ_{0,×}f_{ij} δu^j , J^0 = δn, T^i_0 = −(ε_0 + p_0)δu^i + λ_1∂^iδτ + λ_{12}T_0∂^iδ(μβ) + γ_εf^{i k}_j ∂_kδu^j , J^i = n_0δu^i − λ_{21}∂^iδτ − λ_2T_0∂^iδ(μβ) + γ_nf^{i k}_j ∂_kδu^j ,

T^i_j = δ^i_j ( δp − ζ∂_kδu^k ) − η ( f^{i l}_{j k} ∂_lδu^k − 1 d δ^i_j f^{m l}_{m k} ∂_lδu^k ) − (γ_ε∂_kδτ + γ_nT_0∂_kδ(μβ))f^{ki}_j , (4.40)

where f_{i...}’s are invariant tensors. Note that the external fields are turned off and we work in the flat spacetime limit. We have changed the hydrodynamic variables from δT , δμ to δε, δn, thus the variations should be expressed in terms of them: for example, δp = (∂_εp)_n δε + (∂_np)_ε δn, where the derivatives are taken in fixed value of the other variable, which is implicitly assumed below. Then, plugging it into the conservation laws

∂_μT^μ_α = 0, ∂_μJ^μ = 0, (4.41)

we obtain d + 2 coupled equations (see Appendix D). In a rotationally invariant fluid, one has a shear mode with multiplicity d − 1, which controls transverse momentum diffusion, a longitudinal diffusion mode, and two sound-like modes [65]. However, we find that such classification needs to be modified when the continuous rotational symmetry is broken. We consider d = 2 in the following.

10 This condition simplifies the expressions; for example, the internal energy ε̃ = ε − π_{(i)}u^{(i)} ≈ ε [43]. We expect a more sophisticated discussion would be necessary to generalize to a non-stationary fluid [72].

Let us first consider on a D_2-invariant fluid and consider the leading order contribution to the sound modes. Taking f_{ij} = σ^z_{ij} , we obtain ω = ±v_s(k_x, k_y) + . . . , (4.42) where the dots include dissipative corrections of order O(k^2). The sound velocity is anisotropic:

v_s(k_x, k_y)^2 = [(ε_0 + p_0)∂_εp + n_0∂_np] ( k^2_x ρ_0 + ρ_{0,×} + k^2_y ρ_0 − ρ_{0,×} ) , (4.43)

reminiscent of similar effects in anisotropic elastic solids. For a general dihedral group (D_3 or D_4), the sound modes have an isotropic dispersion relation at leading order: ω = ±v_{s,0}k − iΓ (k_x, k_y), (4.44)

where k ≡ √ k^2_x + k^2_y and the speed of sound is

v^2_{s,0} =

(ε_0 + p_0)∂_εp + n_0∂_np ρ_0

. (4.45)

Note that this formula is equivalent to the result in a rotation-invariant fluid.

The attenuation constant generically becomes anisotropic in momenta. In this paragraph we will include transport coefficients allowed both by D_3 and D_4 to save space in the formulas below, but will continue to take ρ_{0,×} = 0:

Γ (k_x, k_y) = 1 2v^2_{s,0}ρ_0 [( η̃(k_x, k_y )k^2 + ζk^2 ) v^2_{s,0} + Ãk^2 ] (4.46)

where

η̃(k_x, k_y) = η_1 ( k^4_x + k^4_2 ) + 2 (2η_2 − η_1) k^2_xk^2_y k^4

, (4.47) and Ã = (λ_1∂_εp − λ_{12}∂_np) ((ε + p)∂_ετ + n∂_nτ) + (λ_2∂_np + λ_{12}∂_εp) ((ε + p)T_0∂_ε(μβ) + nT_0∂_n(μβ)) . (4.48)

We cannot detect the rotational viscosity through these modes as there is no dependence on η_∘^{11}. The diffusive modes, defined as ω = −iD_±(k_x, k_y)k^2, (4.49) are “coupled together” and exhibit the rather cumbersome anisotropic diffusion constant:

D_±(k_x, k_y) = 1 2v^2_{s,0}ρ_0 ( η(k_x, k_y )v^2_{s,0} + A ± √( η(k_x, k_y)v^2_{s,0} + A

)_2

− 4v^2_{s,0}B(k_x, k_y) ) , (4.50)

where

η(k_x, k_y) =

(η_∘ + η_2)(k^4_x + k^4_y) + 2(η_∘ + 2η_1 − η_2)k^2_xk^2_y k^4

, (4.51)

A = (λ_1n_0 + λ_{12}(ε_0 + p_0)) (∂_ετ∂_np − ∂_εp∂_nτ) + (λ_2(ε_0 + p_0) − λ_{12}n_0) (∂_εpT_0∂_n(μβ) − ∂_npT_0∂_ε(μβ)) , (4.52) and B(k_x, k_y) = ( 3k^2_xk_y − k^3_y

)_2

k^4 [ ( γ^2_n(ε_0 + p_0) + γ_nγ_εn ) (∂_εpT_0∂_n(μβ) − ∂_npT_0∂_ε(μβ)) − ( γ^2_ε n_0 + γ_nγ_ε(ε_0 + p_0) ) (∂_ετ∂_np − ∂_nτ∂_εp) ] . (4.53)

Explicitly, the two diffusion modes are coupled through γ_n and γ_ε because they now carry both momentum, heat and charge. Moreover, the rotational viscosity contributes to the two diffusive modes in the same way. When η_1 = η_2 = η^{12}, one can absorb the rotational viscosity into the total viscosity as η_{eff} = η_∘ + η and we recover the conventional shear mode; when η_1 ≠ η_2, the rotational viscosity is not removable. Finally, the positivity of the attenuation and diffusion constants follow from (4.24) and [35].

11 Recall that we denote η_∘, η_1 and η_2 as coefficients for invariant tensors ϵ_{ij} ϵ_{kl}, σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} and σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl}.

12 To meet this condition, it is not necessary to have a rotationally invariant fluid, but D_3 or D_{N≥6} does. Hence, it might be the reason why experiments are not able to detect the rotational viscosity even in a discrete rotational fluid.

5. PARITY-VIOLATING HYDRODYNAMICS

In this section we will briefly remark on breaking the parity symmetry, which is present in D_N . The parity (mirror) symmetry is defined as P_x : x → −x, y → y, (5.1a) P_y : y → −y, x → x. (5.1b) Breaking the parity symmetry is fulfilled by reducing the dihedral group D_N to its subgroup Z_N which contains only the N-fold rotations.

The invariant tensors under symmetry group Z_N are listed in Table 1 by allowing parity odd tensors to appear. Again, for the continuous symmetry group SO(2) = O(2)/Z_2, angular momentum conservation will require that the action can only couple to the symmetric part of Ξ_{a,ij} , thus restricting the appearance of coefficients such as rotational viscosity.

In order to obtain the hydrodynamic constitutive relations, one needs to repeat the steps of the previous section, but now including these parity-violating invariant tensors. Since there are no surprises when applying this method, we will simply present the results without details of the calculation, focusing on the parity-odd coefficients which we will denote with overbars. The equilibrium effective action is similar to Section 3.2 with only the momentum susceptibility becoming anisotropic by σ^x_{bc} (ϵ_{bc} is not permitted, as it is antisymmetric). At the first derivative order, we have dissipative terms generated by symmetric tensors f̄_{bcde} = f̄_{debc} (with Θ = T or IT ). However, unlike the parity-even fluids, there are non-dissipative hydrodynamics in parity-violating fluids; they are generated by anti-symmetric tensors: f̄_{bc} = −f̄_{bc}, f̄_{bcde} = −f̄_{debc}. For the Z_N-invariant fluid, we have: f̄_{bc} = ϵ_{bc}, f̄_{bcde} = σ^x_{bc}σ^z_{de} − σ^x_{de}σ^z_{bc}, (5.2) though we keep the notation more generic as the general principles would hold in other dimensions as well. For example, we have^{13}

T̄_{i0} = λ̄_1f̄_{ij} ∂_j τ + λ̄_{12}f̄_{ij} β^{−1}∂_j (μβ), J̄_i = λ̄_{21}f̄_{ij} ∂_j τ + λ̄_2f̄_{ij} β^{−1}∂_j (μβ), T̄_{ij} = −η̄f̄_{ijkl}∂_ku_l, (5.3)

These antisymmetric contributions to the viscosity tensor, by construction, do not lead to any new terms in L^{(2,0)}; as such, our effective field theory will not constrain the sign or values of any parity-odd coefficients (except possibly to 0). Note that alternative considerations can lead to strong constraints on these coefficients [74–79].

When Θ = T or IT , we have

λ̄_1 = λ̄_2 = λ̄_{12} = λ̄_{21} = η̄ = 0. (5.4)

While for Θ = P_{x,y}T , all the coefficients λ̄_1,λ̄_2,λ̄_{12},λ̄_{21},η̄ are unconstrained, except for λ̄_{12} = λ̄_{21}. In this case, P_{x,y}T is the symmetry in the presence of an external magnetic field, therefore, λ̄_1, λ̄_2, λ̄_{12} = λ̄_{21} correspond to the thermoelectric Hall conductivities and η̄ is identified as the Hall viscosity. Further work on anisotropic Hall viscosity can be found in [38].

6. CONCLUSION

We have extended the effective field theory formalism proposed in [4–6] to non-relativistic fluids with only discrete rotational symmetry (point group). These fluids most naturally couple to the vielbein, whose indices transform in representations of the point group. By contracting properly the vielbein indices with invariant tensors, we are able to write down general effective actions whose variation gives the stress tensor and current; moreover, the action contains information about stochastic effects, both in and beyond linear response (though in this manuscript, we have not carefully studied the nonlinear terms in the noise a-fields).

We illustrated the consequences of anisotropy on thermodynamics and first-order dissipative hydrodynamics, focusing on fluids with dihedral point groups. We argued that due to the factorizability constraint, there will be very few new thermodynamic quantities even in highly anisotropic fluids. In contrast, transport coefficients associated with the discrete rotational symmetry were largely unconstrained, and here our results appear to agree with earlier literature

13 For simplicity we present results in the flat spacetime limit, in the stationary fluid frame, and without external electrical field.

in overlapping regimes. In tandem with a concurrent paper [42], we have also emphasized the possibility for novel new hydrodynamic phenomena in fluids with discrete rotational symmetries without inversion. In these dihedralsymmetric fluids, with a small enough point group, terms that seem to be compatible with Landau’s hydrodynamic phenomenology (an entropy current can be constructed) are nevertheless forbidden by factorizability, or alternatively, the ability to couple the theory to background gauge fields.

We end with some future directions for further investigations. (1 ) It is desirable to detect the anisotropic hydrodynamic phenomena we have predicted in experiments, either through viscometry [36] or by careful analysis of quasinormal modes (this is likely only achievable in engineered anisotropic fluids, e.g. in liquid crystals or active matter [80, 81]). (2 ) We expect generalizations of our formalism to other exotic fluids, e.g. superfluids and fracton fluids [7], especially when including hydrodynamic fluctuations [62, 82]. (3 ) Studying driven open quantum systems will also be of interest[49], as it is possible that factorizability is no longer a symmetry of the effective action. (4 ) It would be interesting to extend the non-relativistic anomaly [83, 84] to a more general setting with the discrete rotational symmetry. We anticipate that the torsional anomaly [85] will induce new chiral transport coefficients in the non-relativistic limit due to the velocity density u^b.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Caleb Cook and Paolo Glorioso for helpful discussions and for collaboration on related work. This work was supported in part by the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation through Grant FG-2020-13795 (AL), the National Science Foundation through CAREER Grant DMR-2145544 (AL), and through the Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation’s EPiQS Initiative via Grant GBMF10279 (XH, AL).

Appendix A: Kinetic theory model

In this section we will show that most anisotropic ideal hydrodynamic coefficients must vanish in simple kinetic theory models (without Berry curvature). The notation and methodology in this appendix follows closely [86, 87], and here we just provide a very terse summary. We will study toy models of electronic Fermi liquids, in which we neglect spin. The equilibrium distribution function is the Fermi function:

f_{eq}(x, p) = 1 1 + e^{β(ϵ(p)−μ)}

, (A1)

where ϵ(p) is the dispersion relation. We consider a weakly perturbed system with

f = f_{eq} − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ Φ, (A2)

where Φ denotes the linearized perturbation. If we define the inner product

⟨Φ_1|Φ_2⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) Φ_1Φ_2, (A3)

and the matrix

L = ik · ∂ϵ ∂p , (A4)

then the equation of ideal hydrodynamics are simply ∂_t|Φ⟩ + L|Φ⟩ = 0, (A5) projected onto the hydrodynamic slow modes: charge density |ρ⟩, energy density |ϵ⟩ and momentum density |π_i⟩: |ρ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d |p⟩, (A6a) |ϵ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ϵ|p⟩, (A6b)

|π_i⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d p_i|p⟩. (A6c)

The currents within ideal hydrodynamics correspond to charge current |J_i⟩, energy current |J^E_i ⟩ and stress tensor |T_{ij} ⟩ defined as |J_i⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ∂ϵ ∂p_i |p⟩, (A7a)

|J^E_i ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ϵ ∂ϵ ∂p_i |p⟩, (A7b) |T_{ij} ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d p_j ∂ϵ ∂p_i |p⟩. (A7c)

The coefficients of ideal hydrodynamics within linear response may be found as follows: for example, δJ_i = ⟨J_i|ρ⟩δμ + ⟨J_i|ϵ⟩ δT T + ⟨J_i|π_j ⟩δv_j , (A8) with δμ, δT and δv_j corresponding to the changes in equilibrium in chemical potential, temperature and velocity respectively. We find that ⟨J_i|ρ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) ∂ϵ ∂p_i = 0, (A9a) ⟨J^E_i |ρ⟩ = ⟨J_i|ϵ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) ϵ ∂ϵ ∂p_i = 0, (A9b) ⟨J^E_i |ϵ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) ∂ϵ ∂p_i ϵ^2 = 0, (A9c) ⟨J_i|π_j ⟩ = ⟨T_{ij} |ρ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) ∂ϵ ∂p_i p_j = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d f_{eq}δ_{ij} = n_0δ_{ij} , (A9d) ⟨J^E_i |π_j ⟩ = ⟨T_{ij} |ϵ⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) ∂ϵ ∂p_i p_j ϵ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( f_{eq}ϵδ_{ij} + p_j ∂ϵ ∂p_i ) = (ϵ_0 + p_0)δ_{ij} , (A9e) ⟨T_{ij} |π_k⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) ∂ϵ ∂p_i p_j p_k = ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d f_{eq} (p_kδ_{ij} + p_j δ_{ik}) = π_{0,k}δ_{ij} + π_{0,j} δ_{ik} . (A9f)

where

p_0 = − ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d log ( 1 + e^{−βϵ} ) . (A10)

Most of the integrals above vanish because they are total derivatives of a function of ϵ integrated over a compact Brillouin zone. Here π_{0,i}, ρ_0, ϵ_0 and p_0 correspond to the background expectation values for momentum density, charge density, energy density and pressure respectively. We conclude that within the thermodynamic currents, there are no possible contributions of the form T_{ij} ∼ f_{ijk} v_k, T_{ij} ∼ f_{ij} μ, J_i ∼ f_{ij} v_j etc., as noted in the main text.

In contrast, the susceptibilities can in general be anisotropic. For example, the inner product ⟨π_i|π_j ⟩ = ∫ ∫ d^dp (2πℏ)^d ( − ∂f_{eq} ∂ϵ ) p_ip_j = ρ_0δ_{ij} + ρ_{0,×}f_{ij} + · · · (A11)

can be as anisotropic as the dispersion relation allows. Similarly, when some part of the vector representation is trivial, susceptibilities such as ⟨ρ|π_i⟩ can be non-vanishing.

Appendix B: Factorizability for discrete rotational symmetry

In this appendix, we show that the integrability condition δ(eT^μ_α ) δe^βν = δ(eT^ν_β ) δe^α_μ , δ(eT^μ_α ) δA_ν = δ(eJ^ν ) δe^α_μ , (B1) which is equivalent to the factorizability in (3.2) [4], forbids the p_{0,×} term. To do so, it will be useful to note the following identities within ideal hydrodynamics: δb = bu^μδe^0_μ, δu^μ = −u^μu^ν δe^0_ν , δe^μ_α = −e^ν_αe^μ_β δe^β_ν , δμ = u^μδA_μ − μu^μδe^0_μ. (B2) From explicit calculations, we obtain, from the second integrability condition, ∂p_0 ∂μ e^μ_b + ∂p_{0,×} ∂μ f^c_b e^μ_c = n_0e^μ_b , (B3a) ∂π_{0,b} ∂μ = ∂n_0 ∂u^b , (B3b) ∂ε_0 ∂μ − μ ∂n_0 ∂μ − u^b ∂π_{0,b} ∂μ = − ∂n_0 ∂τ , (B3c)

and we find exactly the thermodynamic relation (3.24) as well as the constraint ∂p_{0,×}/∂μ = 0. Then the first integrability condition gives, taking α = b and β = 0 for example,

0 = p_{0,×} ( f^c_c′ u^{c′} e^{[ν}_c e^{μ]}_b + f^c_b e^{[ν}_c e^{μ]}_0 − f^c_b e^μ_c u^ν ) − ∂p_{0,×} ∂u^b f^c_c′ e^μ_c u^{c′} u^ν + u^{c′} ∂p_{0,×} ∂u^{c′} f^c_b u^μe^ν_c , (B4)

where we have used the thermodynamic relation to cancel other terms. Obviously, the function p_{0,×} ∼ T from the dynamical KMS condition in the flat spacetime limit does not satisfy the above equation, and the solution can only be p_{0,×} = 0.

Appendix C: Field redefinition

In this appendix, we show how to arrive at the Landau frame by a proper field redefinition. The Landau frame is defined as

T^μ_α u^α = −ε̃_0u^μ, J^μe^0_μ = n_0, (C1)

where ε̃_0 is the internal energy, and, in our case, it is modified as ε̃_0 = ε_0 − ρ_{0,b}u^b.^{14} The field redefinition consists of two parts: one by removing terms proportional to the zeroth order equation of motion, and two by proper shifting of r-fields u^μ → u^μ + δu^μ, β → β + δβ, μ → μ + δμ. (C2) Here we will focus on redefining the first derivative Lagrangian through (derivatives of) the zeroth order Lagrangian (for more general discussion see [5]). We focus on flat spacetime for simplicity.

The thermodynamic relation (3.24) can be written as

ε_0 + p_0 = −β ( ∂p_0 ∂β ) μ,u^b , n_0 = β ∂p_0 ∂(μβ) , ρ_{0,b} = β ∂p_0 ∂(u^bβ) . (C3)

Then we find the zeroth order equation of motion in flat spacetime to be^{15} E_ε ≡ −∂τ + θ ( ∂p_0 ∂ε_0 ) n_0 ,ρ_0 = 0, E_n ≡ T ∂(μβ) + θ ( ∂p_0 ∂n_0 ) ε_0 ,ρ_0 = 0, E^b_ρ ≡ T ∂(u^bβ) + θ ( ∂p_0 ∂ρ_{0,b} ) n_0 ,ε_0

= 0, (C4)

where the E_ε, E_n and E_ρ are related through ∂_μJ^μ = −β ∂n_0 ∂β E_ε + β ∂n_0 ∂(μβ) E_n + β ∂n_0 ∂(u^bβ) E^b_ρ = 0, (C5a)

∂_μT^μ_α u^α = β ∂ε̃_0 ∂β E_ε − β ∂ε̃_0 ∂(μβ) E_n − β ∂ε̃_0 ∂(u^bβ) E^b_ρ = 0, (C5b)

14 This holds true as long as the boost symmetry is broken [43].

15 There is also a transverse equation of motion for the stress tensor, which is not shown, as it will not be used in this discussion.

where we denoted dε̃_0 = dε_0 − u^bdρ_{0,b} as the internal energy. In the above equations, we used the Maxwell relations: for example, we applied ( ∂n_0 ∂β ) μβ,u^b β = − ( ∂ε_0 ∂(μβ) ) β,u^b β , ( ∂n_0 ∂(u^bβ) ) μβ,β = ( ∂ρ_{0,b} ∂(μβ) ) β,u^bβ (C6)

to (C5a). Now, let us consider the field redefinition of r-fields. The leading order Lagrangian becomes

δ_rL^{(1,0)} = E_{a,μ}δu^μ + E_{a,ε0} δε_0 + E_{a,ρ0,b} δρ_{0,b} + E_{a,n0} δn_0, (C7)

where δε_0 = δβ∂_β ε_0 + δμ∂_με_0 + δu^b∂_ub ε_0 (similar for n_0, ρ_{0,b}), and with

E_{a,μ} = −(ε_0 + p_0)E^0_{a,μ} + ρ_{0,b}E^b_{a,μ} + n_0C_{a,μ}, (C8a) E_{a,ε0} = − ( u^μ + ∂p_0 ∂ε_0 (u^μ − e^μ_0 ) ) E^0_{a,μ} + ∂p_0 ∂ε_0 e^μ_b E^b_{a,μ}, (C8b) E_{a,ρ0,b} = − ∂p_0 ∂ρ_{0,b} (u^μ − e^μ_0 )E^0_{a,μ} + u^μE^b_{a,μ} + ∂p_0 ∂ρ_{0,b} e^μ_c E^c_{a,μ}, (C8c) E_{a,n0} = u^μC_{a,μ} − ∂p_0 ∂n_0 (u^μ − e^μ_0 )E^0_{a,μ} + ∂p_0 ∂n_0 e^μ_b E^b_{a,μ}. (C8d)

Although the first equation will not be used, the coupling with the momentum susceptibility implies that one can no longer “rotate” q^μ into j^μ to define a frame-independent vector as in the case of relativistic fluids [4] – this means we need a thermoelectric matrix with four transport coefficients. Note that one part of the first derivative Lagrangian can be rewritten as L = −h_εu^μE^0_{a,μ} + h_{ρ,b}u^μE^b_{a,μ} + h_nu^μC_{a,μ} − h_p(u^μ − e^μ_0 )E^0_{a,μ} + h_pe^μ_b E^b_{a,μ} = −h_εE_{a,ε0} + h_{ρ,b}E_{a,ρ0,b} + h_nE_{a,n0} − h̃_p(u^μ − e^μ_0 )E^0_{a,μ} + h̃_pe^μ_b E^b_{a,μ}, (C9)

where

h̃_p = h_p − ∂p^0 ∂ε_0 h_ε − ∂p_0 ∂n_0 h_n − ∂p_0 ∂ρ_{0,b} h_{ρ0,b} = −ζθ, (C10) and in the last step we used (C4) and defined the bulk viscosity as

ζ ≡f_{11}(∂_εp)^2 − f_{22} − f_{33}(∂_np)^2 + f_{44,bc}∂_{ρb} p∂_{ρc} p + 2f_{12}∂_εp − 2f_{13}∂_εp∂_np − 2f_{14,b}∂_εp∂_{ρb} p + 2f_{23}∂_np + 2f_{24,b}∂_{ρb} p − 2f_{34,b}∂_np∂_{ρb} p. (C11)

Therefore, by eliminating the first three terms in (C9) with an appropriate choice of δu^μ, δβ and δμ, we have L = ζθ(u^μ − e^μ_0 )E^0_{a,μ} − ζθe^μ_b E^b_{a,μ}. (C12)

Appendix D: Linearized hydrodynamics

Here we provide a few more details for the calculations in Section 4.4. The linearized equations of motion for hydrodynamics are

0 = ∂_0δn + n_0∂_iδu^i − λ_{21}∂^2δτ − λ_2T_0∂^2δ(μβ) + γ_nf^{i k}_j ∂_i∂_kδu^j , (D1a) 0 = −∂_0δε − (ε_0 + p_0)∂_iδu^i + λ_1∂^2δτ + λ_{12}T_0∂^2δ(μβ) + γ_εf^{i k}_j ∂_i∂_kδu^j , (D1b) 0 = ρ_0δ_{ij} ∂_0δu^j + ρ_{0,×}g_{ij} ∂_0δu^j + ∂_i(δp − ζ∂_kδu^k) − η ( f^{j l}_{i k} ∂_j ∂_lδu^k − 1 d f^{j l}_{j k} ∂_i∂_lδu^k ) − f^{kj}_i (γ_ε∂_j ∂_kδτ + γ_nT_0∂_j ∂_kδ(μβ)) (D1c)

where ∂^2 ≡ ∂_i∂^i. Letting f_{ij} = σ^z_{ij} , f_{ijk} = δ_{ix}σ^z_{jk} − δ_{iy}σ^x_{jk} , ηf_{ijkl} = η_∘ϵ_{ij} ϵ_{kl} + η_1σ^z_{ij} σ^z_{kl} + η_2σ^x_{ij} σ^x_{kl}, (D2) and applying Fourier transformation, we obtain a 4-by-4 matrix M(ω, k_x, k_y) acting on the vector (δu^x, δu^y, δε, δn)^T returning zero. The hydrodynamic normal modes are defined as the solutions of

det M(ω, k_x, k_y) = 0. (D3)

We find

det M(ω, k_x, k_y) = g_0(O(k^6)) + g_1(O(k^4))ω + g_2(O(k^2))ω^2 + g_3(O(k^2))ω^3 + g_4(O(k^0))ω^4, (D4)

where g_i(O(k^n)) = g_i(k^n_x , k^{n−1}_x k_y, . . . , k^n_y ). If we substitute the ansatz ω = v_s(k_x, k_y) with v_s(k_x, k_y) ∼ O(k) into the equation, we find

g_2(O(k^2))v^2_s + g_4(O(k^0))v^4_s = 0. (D5)

The solution is given in (4.43). After finding v_s = ±v_{s,0}, we take the ansatz ω = ±v_{s,0}(k_x, k_y) − iΓ (k_x, k_y) with Γ (k_x, k_y) ∼ O(k^2). This boils down to solving

g_1(O(k^4)) − i2Γ g_2(O(k^2)) + g_3(O(k^2))v^2_{s,0} − i4Γ g_4(O(k^0))v^2_{s,0} = 0. (D6)

When ρ_{0,×} = 0, the solution is given by (4.46) with ρ_{0,×} = 0. Next, for the diffusion modes, we take the ansatz ω = −iD(k_x, k_y) with D(k_x, k_y) ∼ O(k^2). The equation needs to be solved is

g_0(O(k^6)) − iDg_1(O(k^4)) − D^2g_2(O(k^2)) = 0, (D7)

and the two solutions are given by (4.50).

[1] Sergei Dubovsky, Lam Hui, Alberto Nicolis, and Dam Thanh Son, “Effective field theory for hydrodynamics: Thermodynamics, and the derivative expansion,” Phys. Rev. D 85, 085029 (2012).

[2] Felix M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and Mukund Rangamani, “Eightfold classification of hydrodynamic dissipation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 201601 (2015).

[3] F.M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, “Adiabatic hydrodynamics: the eightfold way to dissipation,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2015, 60 (2015).

[4] M. Crossley, P. Glorioso, and H. Liu, “Effective field theory of dissipative fluids,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2017, 95 (2017). [5] P. Glorioso, M. Crossley, and H. Liu, “Effective field theory of dissipative fluids (ii): classical limit, dynamical kms symmetry and entropy current,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2017, 96 (2017).

[6] Paolo Glorioso and Hong Liu, “Lectures on non-equilibrium effective field theories and fluctuating hydrodynamics,” (2018), arXiv:1805.09331 [hep-th].

[7] Andrey Gromov, Andrew Lucas, and Rahul M. Nandkishore, “Fracton hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. Research 2, 033124 (2020).

[8] Paolo Glorioso, Jinkang Guo, Joaquin F. Rodriguez-Nieva, and Andrew Lucas, “Breakdown of hydrodynamics below four dimensions in a fracton fluid,” (2021), arXiv:2105.13365 [cond-mat.str-el].

[9] Kevin T. Grosvenor, Carlos Hoyos, Francisco Peña-Benitez, and Piotr Surówka, “Hydrodynamics of ideal fracton fluids,” (2021), arXiv:2105.01084 [cond-mat.str-el].

[10] R. N. Gurzhi, “Minimum of resistance in impurity-free conductors,” Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics 17, 521 (1963).

[11] H. Guo, E. Ilseven, G. Falkovich, and L. S. Levitov, “Higher-than-ballistic conduction of viscous electron flows,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114, 3068–3073 (2017).

[12] L. Levitov and G. Falkovich, “Electron viscosity, current vortices and negative nonlocal resistance in graphene,” Nature Physics 12, 672–676 (2016).

[13] I. Torre, A. Tomadin, A. K. Geim, and M. Polini, “Nonlocal transport and the hydrodynamic shear viscosity in graphene,” Physical Review B 92, 165433 (2015).

[14] P. S. Alekseev, “Negative magnetoresistance in viscous flow of two-dimensional electrons,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 166601 (2016).

[15] A. V. Andreev, S. A. Kivelson, and B. Spivak, “Hydrodynamic description of transport in strongly correlated electron systems,” Physical Review Letters 106, 256804 (2011).

[16] D. Forcella, J. Zaanen, D. Valentinis, and D. van der Marel, “Electromagnetic properties of viscous charged fluids,” Physical Review B 90, 035143 (2014).

[17] A. Tomadin, G. Vignale, and M. Polini, “Corbino disk viscometer for 2d quantum electron liquids,” Physical Review Letters 113, 235901 (2014).

[18] A. Lucas, J. Crossno, K. C. Fong, P. Kim, and S. Sachdev, “Transport in inhomogeneous quantum critical fluids and in the dirac fluid in graphene,” Phys. Rev. B 93, 075426 (2016).

[19] Xiaoyang Huang and Andrew Lucas, “Electron-phonon hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. B 103, 155128 (2021). [20] U. Vool, A. Hamo, G. Varnavides, Y. Wang, T. X. Zhou, N. Kumar, Y. Dovzhenko, Z. Qiu, C. A. C. Garcia, A. T. Pierce, J. Gooth, P. Anikeeva, C. Felser, P. Narang, and A. Yacoby, “Imaging phonon-mediated hydrodynamic flow in wte2 with cryogenic quantum magnetometry,” (2020), arXiv:2009.04477 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[21] D. A. Bandurin, I. Torre, R. Krishna Kumar, M. Ben Shalom, A. Tomadin, A. Principi, G. H. Auton, E. Khestanova, K. S. Novoselov, I. V. Grigorieva, L. A. Ponomarenko, A. K. Geim, and M. Polini, “Negative local resistance caused by viscous electron backflow in graphene,” Science 351, 1055 (2016).

[22] J. Crossno, J. K. Shi, K. Wang, X. Liu, A. Harzheim, A. Lucas, S. Sachdev, P. Kim, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, and et al., “Observation of the Dirac fluid and the breakdown of the Wiedemann-Franz law in graphene,” Science 351, 1058 (2016).

[23] F. Ghahari, H. Y. Xie, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, M. S. Foster, and P. Kim, “Enhanced thermoelectric power in graphene:

Violation of the mott relation by inelastic scattering,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 136802 (2016).

[24] R. Krishna Kumar, D. A. Bandurin, F. M. D. Pellegrino, Y. Cao, A. Principi, H. Guo, G. H. Auton, M. Ben Shalom, L. A. Ponomarenko, G. Falkovich, and et al., “Superballistic flow of viscous electron fluid through graphene constrictions,” Nature Physics 13, 1182 (2017).

[25] P. Gallagher, C. S. Yang, T. Lyu, F. Tian, R. Kou, H. Zhang, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, and F. Wang, “Quantum-critical conductivity of the dirac fluid in graphene,” Science 364, 158–162 (2019).

[26] A. I. Berdyugin, S. G. Xu, F. M. D. Pellegrino, R. Krishna Kumar, A. Principi, I. Torre, M. Ben Shalom, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, I. V. Grigorieva, and et al., “Measuring hall viscosity of graphene’s electron fluid,” Science 364, 162 (2019).

[27] J. A. Sulpizio, L. Ella, A. Rozen, J. Birkbeck, D. J. Perello, D. Dutta, M. Ben-Shalom, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, T. Holder, and et al., “Visualizing Poiseuille flow of hydrodynamic electrons,” Nature 576, 75 (2019).

[28] A. Jenkins, S. Baumann, H. Zhou, S. A. Meynell, D. Yang, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, A. Lucas, A. F.

Young, and A. C. Bleszynski Jayich, “Imaging the breakdown of ohmic transport in graphene,” (2020), arXiv:2002.05065 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[29] M. J. H. Ku, T. X. Zhou, Q. Li, Y. J. Shin, J. K. Shi, C. Burch, L. E. Anderson, A. T. Pierce, Y. Xie, A. Hamo, and et al., “Imaging viscous flow of the dirac fluid in graphene,” Nature 583, 537–541 (2020).

[30] C. Fu, T. Scaffidi, J. Waissman, Y. Sun, R. Saha, S. J. Watzman, A. K. Srivastava, G. Li, W. Schnelle, P. Werner, and et al., “Thermoelectric signatures of the electron-phonon fluid in ptsn4,” (2018), arXiv:1802.09468 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci].

[31] P. J. W. Moll, P. Kushwaha, N. Nandi, B. Schmidt, and A. P. Mackenzie, “Evidence for hydrodynamic electron flow in PdCoO2,” Science 351, 1061 (2016).

[32] G. M. Gusev, A. D. Levin, E. V. Levinson, and A. K. Bakarov, “Viscous electron flow in mesoscopic two-dimensional electron gas,” AIP Advances 8, 025318 (2018).

[33] A. Lucas and K. C. Fong, “Hydrodynamics of electrons in graphene,” Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 30, 053001 (2018). [34] Julia M. Link, Boris N. Narozhny, Egor I. Kiselev, and Jörg Schmalian, “Out-of-bounds hydrodynamics in anisotropic dirac fluids,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 196801 (2018).

[35] Caleb Q. Cook and Andrew Lucas, “Electron hydrodynamics with a polygonal fermi surface,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 235148 (2019).

[36] Caleb Q. Cook and Andrew Lucas, “Viscometry of electron fluids from symmetry,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 176603 (2021). [37] Georgios Varnavides, Adam S. Jermyn, Polina Anikeeva, Claudia Felser, and Prineha Narang, “Electron hydrodynamics in anisotropic materials,” Nat. Commun. 11, 4710 (2020).

[38] Pranav Rao and Barry Bradlyn, “Hall viscosity in quantum systems with discrete symmetry: Point group and lattice anisotropy,” Phys. Rev. X 10, 021005 (2020).

[39] Anton Rebhan and Dominik Steineder, “Violation of the Holographic Viscosity Bound in a Strongly Coupled Anisotropic Plasma,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 021601 (2012), arXiv:1110.6825 [hep-th].

[40] Sachin Jain, Rickmoy Samanta, and Sandip P. Trivedi, “The Shear Viscosity in Anisotropic Phases,” JHEP 10, 028 (2015), arXiv:1506.01899 [hep-th].

[41] Mike Blake, “Universal Charge Diffusion and the Butterfly Effect in Holographic Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 091601 (2016), arXiv:1603.08510 [hep-th].

[42] A. J. Friedman, C. Q. Cook, and A. Lucas, “Hydrodynamics with triangular point group,” (to appear). [43] Jan de Boer, Jelle Hartong, Niels A. Obers, Watse Sybesma, and Stefan Vandoren, “Perfect fluids,” SciPost Phys. 5, 3 (2018).

[44] Jay Armas and Akash Jain, “Effective field theory for hydrodynamics without boosts,” (2021), arXiv:2010.15782 [hep-th]. [45] Dam Thanh Son, “Newton-cartan geometry and the quantum hall effect,” (2013), arXiv:1306.0638 [cond-mat.mes-hall]. [46] Michael Geracie, Dam Thanh Son, Chaolun Wu, and Shao-Feng Wu, “Spacetime symmetries of the quantum hall effect,” Phys. Rev. D 91, 045030 (2015).

[47] A. Jain, “Effective field theory for non-relativistic hydrodynamics,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2020, 208 (2020). [48] Alex Kamenev, Field Theory of Non-Equilibrium Systems (Cambridge University Press, 2011). [49] L M Sieberer, M Buchhold, and S Diehl, “Keldysh field theory for driven open quantum systems,” Reports on Progress in Physics 79, 096001 (2016).

[50] Barry Bradlyn and N. Read, “Low-energy effective theory in the bulk for transport in a topological phase,” Phys. Rev. B 91, 125303 (2015).

[51] Taylor L. Hughes, Robert G. Leigh, and Eduardo Fradkin, “Torsional response and dissipationless viscosity in topological insulators,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 075502 (2011).

[52] Hassan Shapourian, Taylor L. Hughes, and Shinsei Ryu, “Viscoelastic response of topological tight-binding models in two and three dimensions,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 165131 (2015).

[53] Taylor L. Hughes, Robert G. Leigh, and Onkar Parrikar, “Torsional anomalies, hall viscosity, and bulk-boundary correspondence in topological states,” Phys. Rev. D 88, 025040 (2013).

[54] J. de Boer, M.P. Heller, and N. Pinzani-Fokeeva, “Holographic schwinger-keldysh effective field theories,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2019, 188 (2019).

[55] Paolo Glorioso, Michael Crossley, and Hong Liu, “A prescription for holographic schwinger-keldysh contour in nonequilibrium systems,” (2018), arXiv:1812.08785 [hep-th].

[56] Paolo Glorioso and Hong Liu, “The second law of thermodynamics from symmetry and unitarity,” (2017), arXiv:1612.07705 [hep-th].

[57] Paolo Glorioso, Luca V. Delacrétaz, Xiao Chen, Rahul M. Nandkishore, and Andrew Lucas, “Hydrodynamics in lattice models with continuous non-Abelian symmetries,” SciPost Phys. 10, 015 (2021), arXiv:2007.13753 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[58] Radoslaw Ryblewski and Wojciech Florkowski, “General formulation of transverse hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. C 77, 064906 (2008).

[59] Wojciech Florkowski and Radoslaw Ryblewski, “Highly anisotropic and strongly dissipative hydrodynamics for early stages of relativistic heavy-ion collisions,” Phys. Rev. C 83, 034907 (2011).

[60] Wojciech Florkowski, “Anisotropic fluid dynamics in the early stage of relativistic heavy-ion collisions,” Physics Letters B 668, 32–35 (2008).

[61] Sašo Grozdanov, Diego M. Hofman, and Nabil Iqbal, “Generalized global symmetries and dissipative magnetohydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 95, 096003 (2017), arXiv:1610.07392 [hep-th].

[62] Luca V. Delacrétaz and Paolo Glorioso, “Breakdown of diffusion on chiral edges,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 236802 (2020). [63] J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, S. Minwalla, and A. Yarom, “A theory of first order dissipative superfluid dynamics,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2014, 147 (2014).

[64] Jan de Boer, Jelle Hartong, Emil Have, Niels A. Obers, and Watse Sybesma, “Non-Boost Invariant Fluid Dynamics,” SciPost Phys. 9, 18 (2020).

[65] S. A. Hartnoll, A. Lucas, and S. Sachdev, Holographic Quantum Matter (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2018). [66] M.J. Landry, “The coset construction for non-equilibrium systems,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2020, 200 (2020). [67] Tomá š Brauner, Solomon Endlich, Alexander Monin, and Riccardo Penco, “General coordinate invariance in quantum many-body systems,” Phys. Rev. D 90, 105016 (2014).

[68] Oliver Hart, Andrew Lucas, and Rahul Nandkishore, “Hidden quasi-conservation laws in fracton hydrodynamics,” (2021), arXiv:2110.08292 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[69] Marvin Qi, Oliver Hart, Aaron Friedman, Rahul Nandkishore, and Andrew Lucas, “Work in progress,”. [70] Jan de Boer, Jelle Hartong, Niels A. Obers, Watse Sybesma, and Stefan Vandoren, “Hydrodynamic Modes of Homogeneous and Isotropic Fluids,” SciPost Phys. 5, 14 (2018).

[71] Pranav Rao and Barry Bradlyn, “Resolving hall and dissipative viscosity ambiguities via boundary effects,” (2021), arXiv:2112.04545 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[72] I. Novak, J. Sonner, and B. Withers, “Hydrodynamics without boosts,” J. High Energ. Phys. 2020, 165 (2020). [73] Pavel Kovtun, “Lectures on hydrodynamic fluctuations in relativistic theories,” Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 45, 473001 (2012).

[74] Xiao-Liang Qi and Shou-Cheng Zhang, “Topological insulators and superconductors,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057–1110 (2011).

[75] Dam T. Son and Piotr Surowka, “Hydrodynamics with Triangle Anomalies,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 191601 (2009), arXiv:0906.5044 [hep-th].

[76] Sergei Dubovsky, Lam Hui, and Alberto Nicolis, “Effective field theory for hydrodynamics: Wess-Zumino term and anomalies in two spacetime dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 89, 045016 (2014), arXiv:1107.0732 [hep-th].

[77] Kristan Jensen, “Triangle Anomalies, Thermodynamics, and Hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 85, 125017 (2012), arXiv:1203.3599 [hep-th].

[78] Paolo Glorioso, Hong Liu, and Srivatsan Rajagopal, “Global Anomalies, Discrete Symmetries, and Hydrodynamic Effective Actions,” JHEP 01, 043 (2019), arXiv:1710.03768 [hep-th].

[79] Napat Poovuttikul, “Relativistic hydrodynamics with the parity anomaly,” (2021), arXiv:2105.13275 [hep-th]. [80] P. C. Martin, O. Parodi, and P. S. Pershan, “Unified hydrodynamic theory for crystals, liquid crystals, and normal fluids,” Phys. Rev. A 6, 2401–2420 (1972).

[81] Debarghya Banerjee, Anton Souslov, Alexander G. Abanov, and Vincenzo Vitelli, “Odd viscosity in chiral active fluids,” Nature Communications 8 (2017), 10.1038/s41467-017-01378-7.

[82] Xinyi Chen-Lin, Luca V. Delacrétaz, and Sean A. Hartnoll, “Theory of diffusive fluctuations,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 091602 (2019).

[83] Akash Jain, “Galilean anomalies and their effect on hydrodynamics,” Phys. Rev. D 93, 065007 (2016). [84] Kristan Jensen, “Anomalies for Galilean fields,” SciPost Phys. 5, 5 (2018).

[85] Yago Ferreiros and Karl Landsteiner, “On chiral responses to geometric torsion,” Physics Letters B 819, 136419 (2021). [86] A. Lucas and S. A. Hartnoll, “Kinetic theory of transport for inhomogeneous electron fluids,” Phys. Rev. B 97, 045105 (2018).

[87] A. Lucas, “Kinetic theory of electronic transport in random magnetic fields,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 116603 (2018).